APOSTASY IS THE 
ISSUE 


Ralph Larson 


1993 


“When these things begin to come to 
pass, Look up, and lift up your heads, 
For your redemption draweth nigh.” 


Luke 21:28 


INTRODUCTION 


The chapters in this book were first published as 
magazine articles. These articles were intended, not 
to be time setting, but to alert readers to the possibil- 
ity that we may be entering or may have already en- 
tered the shaking time. 

Information about this sad time of large-scale 
apostasy in the Seventh-day Adventist Church has 
been in our possession for many years. Detailed de- 
scriptions are in familiar and widely separated Spirit 
of Prophecy books. We may have read these predic- 
tions but perhaps have seldom paused to think about 
them. 

We may have felt that the described events would 
not occur in the near future, perhaps not In our life- 
time, and that we had more Immediately pressing 
concerns. Or, we may have overlooked the predic- 
tions regarding the shaking time and thus failed to 
notice that there is to be an enormous convulsion in 
Adventism before the closing events take place. 

Circumstances in the world and in the church 
now combine to demand our attention. What is the 
meaning of present-day events? Ellen White predicted 
that the great apostasy would bring, among other 
things, changes in our theology, changes in our wor- 
ship, and a great false revival in which the power of 
Satan will be mistaken for the working of the Holy 
Spirit. Multitudes, she warns, including some of our 
most prominent leaders, will be caught up in the de- 
ception and will eventually leave the church. 

Could this catastrophe happen to us? Yes. Must it 
happen to us? No. Not if we take heed to the counsels 
that our Lord has lovingly provided. 

These magazine articles have been gathered into a 
book for the purpose of keeping the counsels of the 
Lord before us. We recommend them to every church 
member to reference and for careful, prayerful study 
in their context. 

God will have a people who will heed His counsels 
and so survive the shaking time. They will stand un- 
moved by the confusion and chaos around them, and 
by their steadfast faithfulness they will bring salva- 
tion to others. 

These are the people who will sing the song of vic- 
tory on the sea of glass. May we be there. 


THE FINE ART OF UNBELIEF 


On a train traveling southward from Seattle, some 
time ago, I sat beside a retired minister of the Presby- 
terian Church. He had just been counseling with a 
group of young people who were puzzled by the infi- 
delity expressed by certain college teachers under 
whom they studied. This unbelief did not surprise me 
until he pointed out that both the students and the 
teachers were in a church-supported college. 

After listening sympathetically to his troubled 
story, I asked the minister what he envisioned for the 
future, and to what he anticipated that these trends 
might lead. He answered sadly, "It looks as if we are 
going to go into a great apostasy, just like Israel did in 
days of Old." 

My heart ached for the sorrowing minister, but I 
found comfort in the thought that it could never hap- 
pen to us. Our Sabbath truth, witnessing to the facts 
of Creation, protected us from the errors of evolution- 
ary theories, and the voluminous counsels of our last- 
day prophet, guiding us in even "the minutiae Of life" 
(Testimonies, vol. 2, 608), as well as in our institu- 
tional procedures, made apostasy in the Seventh-day 
Adventist Church virtually impossible, I told myself. 

How naive I was, and how unaware I was of the 
warnings that our last-day prophet had given about a 
coming great apostasy in the Seventh-day Adventist 
Church! 

"We are living in the last days of this earth's his- 
tory, and we may be surprised at nothing in the line 
of apostasies and denials of the truth. Unbelief has 
now come to be a fine art, which men work at to the 
destruction of their souls.” Seventh-day Adventist 
Bible Commentary, vol. 4, 1170 

These counsels regarding apostasy may be divided 
into two classes. There are warnings of a general na- 
ture, in which our attention is directed to great apos- 
tasies of the past, such as occurred in the times of 
Solomon, Jereboam, Ahab, Ahaz, and others, as well 
as the later great apostasy in the Catholic Church, 
and the still later apostasy In the Protestant 
churches. The causes and the characteristics of these 
apostasies are pointed out, and we are admonished 
to take heed lest anything of a similar nature happen 
to us. 

The other warning messages are quite different. 
They consist of specific predictions that there will be 
a great apostasy within the Seventh-day Adventist 
Church as we near the close of time. It is stated that a 
"large class" will forsake us to unite with the world 
(The Great Controversy, 608), that "company after 
company" will desert us (Testimonies, vol. 8, 41), 
that “heresies will come in" among us (Ibid., vol. 5, 
707), that "many a star" will go out in darkness (Ibid., 
81), and that "many will stand in our pulpits with the 
torch of false prophecy in their hands, kindled from 
the hellish torch of Satan." Testimonies to Ministers, 
409—410. As a result, "Chaff like a cloud will be 
borne away on the wind, even from places where we 
see only floors of rich wheat.” Testimonies, vol. 5, 81. 

The reference to apostate pastors standing in Sev- 
enth-day Adventist pulpits is startling, especially 
when we note that they will not be a few, but "many." 
This situation is indeed perilous. It is a sad day for 


the sheep when the wolf comes among them in 
sheep's clothing, but when the wolf comes in the 
clothing of the shepherd, what chance is there for the 
sheep? Little or none, except as they are directly pro- 
tected by the Lord, and as they give heed to the ad- 
vance warning that He has graciously given. How im- 
portant it is, then, for us to understand the nature 
and the characteristics of the great prophesied apos- 
tasy in Adventism, In order that we may recognize it 
for what it is and avoid being deceived and drawn 
Into it! 

Concerned observers have generally avoided using 
the words "apostate" and "apostasy" in order to avoid 
giving offense and inducing an emotional reaction 
which would make calm reasoning impossible. But 
changing circumstances now make it appear that this 
policy can no longer be regarded as prudent or re- 
sponsible, and that the time has come in which we 
must give heed to the admonition of Ellen White in 
The Seventh-day Adventist Bible Commentary, vol. 
1, 1114: "Call rebellion by its right name, and apos- 
tasy by its right name, and then consider that the ex- 
perience of the ancient people of God with all its ob- 
jectionable features was faithfully chronicled to pass 
into history. The Scripture declares, 'These things... 
are written for our admonition, upon whom the ends 
of the world are come.' 1 Corinthians 10:11." 

We will endeavor to comply with this instruction, 
calling apostasy by its right name, yet we will avoid 
applying the term "apostate" to any living person by 
name. That kind of specific judgment belongs to the 
Lord, who alone understands all the confusions and 
misunderstandings of human hearts, and who Him- 
self warned us: 'They shall put you out of the syna- 
gogues: yea, the time cometh, that whosoever killeth 
you will think that he doeth God service." John 16:2. 

We will therefore confine our attention to the work 
of human hands and leave the judgment of human 
hearts to the Lord. It does appear that among those 
who are involved in the great apostasy there may be 
some who do not realize the significance of what they 
are doing. 

The changing circumstances to which we refer, 
which cause us to feel that we can no longer remain 
silent about the great apostasy, are these: 

A younger generation of ministers is now appear- 
ing in our churches and administrative offices who 
have no memory at all of the time when our true his- 
toric faith was taught in all of our schools. This fact is 
beginning to produce incongruous situations, in 
which some of these younger minsters come into con- 
tact with church members who are still clinging to 
our historic faith, suspect these members of being 
apostate, and proceed to initiate church disciplinary 
action against them, or at least subject them to severe 
personal harassment. Strange as it may appear, it is 
happening today. (We are forcibly reminded of the pa- 
pists, who said of every group of believers who were 
found to be resisting their [papal] apostasy that they 
were Introducing new doctrines into the church, 
when in fact it was the old doctrines to which they 
were clinging.) 

Much less understandable are the attitudes of 
some older church workers of whom it could not be 
said that they have no memory of the time when our 


pure historic faith was being taught in all of our 
schools (the years before 1957). It cannot be doubted 
that these older workers know full well what they are 
doing. They must have made a conscious and deliber- 
ate decision to turn from the principles of our his- 
toric faith to the doctrines of Calvinism, which are 
the basis of the present apostasy. And having em- 
braced some of these Calvinistic doctrines, which are 
so obviously different from our historic positions, 
they are now proceeding very determinedly toward 
the goal of silencing the voices of those who are re- 
sisting changes. 

It is members of this age group who, in violation of 
the Church Manual, interfered with a transfer of the 
membership of Elder Austin Cook, who has been one 
of Australia's leading evangelists for many years and 
an outspoken opponent of apostasy, After his home 
church had granted him a transfer, which removed 
his name from their membership roll, Conference of- 
ficials persuaded the church which had requested the 
transfer to change its mind and not accept him, thus 
causing his membership to be lost. This action, of 
course, was in grievous violation of the Church Man- 
ual, which guarantees the security of membership 
during transfer. See page 46, 1971 edition. The shock 
and grief of this experience were too much for Mrs. 
Cook. She quickly sickened and died. 

It is members of this age group who announced 
their intention to send materials from the Division of- 
fice in Australia to their pastors for use in opposing 
the teachings of the Sabbath School quarterly on Ro- 
mans (fourth quarter, 1990), which is faithful to our 
historic faith. 

It is members of this age group here in America 
who, on the basis of an incredibly inaccurate theolog- 
ical rationale, accuse Innocent church members of 
being divisive and disturbing the peace, harmony, and 
unity of the church, and declare them thus deserving 
of censure. 

This attitude leads to a very important question, 
one which needs to be carefully considered at this 
time. 

Who is responsible for the divisions in the 
churches? Is it those who are trying to cling to the pu- 
rity of their historic faith, or is it those who are intro- 
ducing changes requiring a departure from our his- 
toric faith, and are not only agitating for them, but 
are now also trying to enforce them on church mem- 
bers? 

In total defiance of all reason and logic, those who 
are vigorously insisting that we abandon certain of 
our historic doctrines and put Calvinistic doctrines 
their place are accusing those who do not wish to ac- 
cept such changes as being the troublemakers who 
are bringing confusion and disunity into the 
churches. Can judgment be more unfair and unjust 
than this? 

Yet, this accusation should not surprise us. It 
would be difficult to find in the records of church his- 
tory a situation in which those who remained true to 
their faith persecuted those who departed from it. It 
has uniformly been the other way. Those who depart 
from their faith have consistently made false accusa- 
tions against the faithful and have persecuted them. 
The messenger of the Lord has warned us that "our 


greatest trials will come because of that class who 
have once advocated the truth, but who turn from it 
to the world, and trample it under their feet in hate 
and derision." Evangelism, 624-625. 

In the seminars that I am now conducting across 
the country I meet many persons who are going 
through the bitter experience of having scorn and de- 
rision heaped on them, in some cases even by their 
pastors, because they wish to remain true to the pil- 
lars of our faith. I remind these persons of the an- 
cient principle of discussion that those who do not 
have evidence will resort to name-calling and per- 
sonal abuse, using the argument ad hominem 
(against the man). We must not, therefore, be sur- 
prised or deterred when we are falsely accused of be- 
ing "legalists," "perfectionists," "Pharisees," "trouble- 
makers, etc." 

The great prophesied apostasy in Adventism be- 
gan, many believe, rather quietly and unobtrusively in 
the 1950s, when a series of conferences between cer- 
tain of our scholars and leaders and a Calvinistic the- 
ologian named Walter Martin resulted in the publica- 
tion of a book called Seventh-day Adventists Answer 
Questions on Doctrine. It is now commonly referred 
to as Questions on Doctrine, or by the initials QOD. 

This ill-fated book was destined to bring about 
enormous changes in, first, the theology, and then, 
the experience of the Seventh-day Adventist Church. 
It is largely because of the influences set in motion by 
this book that Kenneth Samples, the young scholar 
who has succeeded Walter Martin, was able to bring 
the shocking report, after conducting a survey among 
the ministers of a large conference, that almost fifty 
percent of them were not able to testify that they be- 
lieved in the scriptural authenticity of our doctrine of 
the sanctuary. Of the fifty-six ministers who re- 
sponded to his questionnaire, fourteen answered that 
they did not believe in the scriptural authenticity of 
our sanctuary doctrine, and thirteen declined to an- 
swer that particular question, although they did an- 
swer the other questions. 

If the counsels of God, which were given to us 
through His chosen messenger, are true, this re- 
sponse must be regarded as apostasy. 

“The correct understanding of the ministration in 
the heavenly sanctuary is the foundation of our faith.” 
Evangelism, 221. 

“The sanctuary in heaven is the very center of 
Christ's work in behalf of men.” Ibid., 222. 

“God’s people are now to have their eyes fixed on 
the heavenly sanctuary, where the final ministration 
of our great High Priest in the work of the judgment 
is going forward-where He is interceding for His peo- 
ple.” Ibid., 223. 

“As the great pillars of our faith have been pre- 
sented, the Holy Spirit has borne witness to them, 
and especially is this so regarding the truths of the 
sanctuary question. Over and over again the Holy 
Spirit has in a marked manner endorsed the preach- 
ing of this doctrine." Ibid., 224. 

“I know that the sanctuary question stands an 
righteousness and truth, just as we have held it for so 
many years." Gospel Workers, 303. 

These statements are only a brief sampling of the 
many about the sanctuary that have come to us 


through God's inspired messenger. It seems that a 
significant portion of our ministers either do not 
know about these testimonies or are holding them in 
contempt, and that they are equally uninformed 
about the solid scriptural foundations of our sanctu- 
ary doctrine. It can but make us wonder about the 
education that they have had in preparation for the 
ministry. Still, it should not surprise us. God's mes- 
senger gave us advance warning that “This is one of 
the points on which there will be a departing from the 
faith." Review and Herald, vol. 4, 137. 

But we are getting ahead of our story. When the 
book Questions on Doctrine was published in 1957, 
it was accompanied by an enormous fanfare of pub- 
licity and promotion that resulted in the rapid circu- 
lation of more than a quarter of a million copies. 
(Our statement above that the apostasy began quietly 
did not refer to the promotion of the book in which 
the apostasy was at first unrecognized by the major- 
ity.) Although it was never submitted to our General 
Conference committee for approval, this fact was lost 
sight of, and ministers and teachers throughout the 
world accepted the book as official. I myself, as a 
young evangelist, accepted it without question and 
passed it out to non-Seventh-day Adventist ministers. 
The book became the standard of our doctrines in 
virtually every Seventh-day Adventist classroom and 
has continued to occupy that position until the 
present day. 

The book was promoted and circulated under a 
strange mantle of secrecy. The names of its authors 
were not known to us until we finally learned them 
from Walter Martin. Although it was claimed that a 
large group of Adventist thought leaders had read 
and approved the manuscript, their names have also 
been a carefully guarded secret. 

But the influence of the book has been no secret. 
Probably none would deny that the theological differ- 
ences that exist among us today are directly traceable 
to the book Questions on Doctrine. These theological 
differences are being encouraged and exploited by ob- 
servers from Calvinistic (Evangelical) churches, such 
as Kenneth Samples, They are, understandably, hop- 
ing that we will totally abandon our distinctive doc- 
trines (which would require a total repudiation of the 
Spirit of Prophecy) and be content to find our place 
as a member of the community of Evangelical 
churches, those churches which we have previously 
identified as daughters of Babylon. I have heard a 
Seventh-day Adventist minister serving in one of our 
large churches publicly state that he believes this sce- 
nario to be the future of our church. 

Thus apostasy made its first major inroads into 
the church with the publication of a book in 1957 
and has spread with surprising rapidity throughout 
the world church, especially in the English-speaking 
countries—America, Australia, and England—and in 
Western Europe. The effect of the book has been less 
pronounced in third-world countries, but its presence 
is beginning to be felt there through the influence of 
teachers and ministers who have received training, ei- 
ther directly or indirectly, from American educational 
institutions. 


What seeds of error did the book contain that have 
produced such a baleful harvest? There are not many, 
but they are vitally important. 

The first involved our understanding of the atone- 
ment. In faithful adherence to the Scriptures, in 
which the word atonement is applied both to the sac- 
rifice of the lamb as a sin offering on any day of the 
year and also to the ministration of the high priest on 
the great Day of Atonement, we have believed that 
Christ's present ministry in the heavenly sanctuary is 
properly described as atonement. Walter Martin and 
his Calvinistic colleagues took strong exception to 
this, insisting that the atonement was fully completed 
on the cross, and that nothing could be added to it 
later. This belief was In strange defiance of such 
scriptures as these: 

"And if Christ be not risen, then is our preaching 
vain, and your faith is also vain." 1 Corinthians 
15:14; emphasis in all quotations supplied, 

"And if Christ be not raised, our faith is vain; yea 
are yet in your sins." I Corinthians 15:17 

In harmony with these verses, Paul points out in 
Romans that both the sacrifice of Christ on the cross 
and His heavenly ministry are required for our justifi- 
cation. 

"Much more then, being now justified by his blood, 
we shall be saved from wrath through him." Romans 
5:9 

"Who was delivered for our offenses, and was 
raised again for our justification." Romans 4:25 

Attempts were made to compromise on this point. 
Our view was not repudiated, but it was muted and 
stated In somewhat ambiguous terms tending to 
make the present atoning work of Christ appear less 
important than His sacrifice on the cross. This view 
was more pleasing to Calvinistic ears. 

But the major concession to Walter Martin was 
made on a point that our leaders may have thought 
not important, and on which they could afford to 
yield. On this point a total repudiation was made of 
one of our beliefs, and it is now apparent that in 
yielding to Martin on the subject of the nature of 
Christ, our brethren virtually "gave away the store." 
To make matters worse, the concession to Martin on 
the the subject of the human nature of Christ was ac- 
complished by a manipulation of evidence and mis- 
representation of historical facts that are a matter of 
public record. 

Careful and fully documented research has 
brought to light a total of twelve hundred statements 
published by our church leaders during the years 
1852—1952, all stating in total unanimity of opinion 
that our Lord came to this earth in the human nature 
of fallen man. Not one statement was found stating 
that our Lord came to this earth in the human nature 
of the unfallen Adam. It was believed that our Lord 
came to this earth in the human nature of fallen man 
because only in this way could He accomplish the re- 
demption of fallen man. Four hundred of these state- 
ments are from the inspired pen of Ellen White. 

In spite of these facts, readily available in the his- 
torical archives, our brethren represented to Walter 
Martin, and published to the world in the book Ques- 
tions on Doctrine, that we had always believed, like 


the Calvinists, that Christ had come to earth in the 
human nature of the unfallen Adam. 

Possibly they did not foresee the results of their 
action, but the consequences are now painfully clear. 
The Calvinistic doctrine that Christians cannot live 
without sinning is inseparably linked to the Calvinis- 
tic doctrine that Christ came to earth in the human 
nature of the unfallen Adam. Within a remarkably 
short time after the publication of Questions on Doc- 
trine, Seventh-day Adventist church members all 
across the country were listening in astonishment to 
statements from the pulpits of their churches that it 
is impossible for Christians to stop sinning, even 
through the power of Christ. Thus, the cherished 
doctrine of righteousness by faith was perverted to 
the satanic doctrine of unrighteousness by presump- 
tion, according to the definitions in The Desire of 
Ages, 126: 

“Faith claims God's promises, and brings forth 
fruit in obedience. Presumption also claims the 
promises, but uses them as Satan did, to excuse 
transgression." 

In that same volume, The Desire of Ages, Ellen 
White had written six times that the idea that God 
has given a law His subjects cannot obey was the lie 
Invented by Satan with which he hoped to be able to 
push God from His throne. (See pages 24, 29, 117, 
309, 761, 762.) In all of her published works she 
makes the statement a total of thirty-five times, and 
in the Signs of the Times, January 16, 1896, she 
adds this solemn warning: 

“Satan declared that it was impossible for the sons 
and daughters of Adam to keep the law of God... . 
Men who are under the control of Satan repeat these 
accusations against God, in asserting that men can- 
not keep the law of God.” 

Viewed against the background of the affirmation 
of the Spirit of Prophecy appearing on page 216 of 
the new doctrinal book, Seventh-day Adventists Be- 
lieve, the statement given above is sobering indeed: 

"As the Lord's messenger, her [Ellen White's] writ- 
ings are a continuing and authoritative source of 
truth which provide for the church comfort, guid- 
ance, Instruction, and correction.” 

Would any reasonable mind question whether men 
who are preaching or teaching Satan's lie as truth are 
caught up In apostasy? Could there be a more seri- 
ous apostasy than forsaking the truth of God for a lie 
of Satan? 

Would any fair-minded person blame the church 
members who recognize Satan's lie for what it is, if 
they protest against its being taught as truth to their 
children as well as to themselves? 

And when their protests are ignored by ministers, 
teachers, and Conference administrators, are they to 
be faulted for turning in despair to various ministries 
which are teaching historic Adventism and where 
they can feel secure that the devil's lie will never be 
presented as truth? 

We trust that the reader is beginning to under- 
stand the true nature of the present situation in our 
churches and why the conditions in some places 
range from confusion to chaos. There is hardly a 
church in the North American Division that is not be- 
coming polarized over these issues, and very serious 


problems are developing in Australia and Western 
Europe. 

How important, then, that we study carefully to 
recognize the difference between truth and error, so 
that we may know the nature and the characteristics 
of the great apostasy and avoid its errors and its dis- 
mal end! For, in spite of present appearances, we 
need not doubt the final outcome of the struggle be- 
tween truth and falsehood. The truth will triumph 
gloriously; we need have no fears about that. 

At this point a word of caution might be in order. 
Those who are caught up in the apostasy and are 
preaching the devil's lie from our pulpits do not take 
kindly to having the above statement placed before 
them. Nevertheless, we have the instruction from the 
Lord through His messenger: 

"Call rebellion by its right name, and apostasy by 
its right name." The Seventh-day Adventist Bible 
Commentary, vol. 1, 1114. 

By God's grace, this command we will obey. Time 
and space fail us to record here all of the play and 
counterplay of interests and Influences that are con- 
testing with one another, as each side may experience 
a gain here or a loss there. Heaven's recorders are 
carefully marking them all, and they will play their 
part In the final disposition of divine justice, when 
each of us will have to give account of the role that we 
have played in this phase of the great controversy be- 
tween Christ and Satan. Yet, there is one awesomely 
fascinating story that is so illustrative of the great 
principles involved that it deserves notice. I will share 
it with you as it was related to me by Elder Roy Allan 
Anderson, who served for many years as the leader of 
our General Conference Ministerial Association. 

In the 1920s Anderson was doing evangelistic 
work in his homeland, Australia. He had developed 
an approach to big city evangelism that was proving 
quite effective, and late in that decade he was invited 
to bring his program to London. There he conducted 
a lengthy series of "central and satellite" meetings 
with good results. 

Before leaving Australia he had become aware of 
what he thought was a strange change in the teach- 
ings of Elder W. W. Fletcher, a respected minister and 
missionary. Anderson was puzzled and did not know 
how to understand these changes that he observed in 
Fletcher's thinking. 

While in London, Anderson received a message 
that L. R. Conradi, the former leader of our European 
Division, who later apostatized, wanted an interview 
with him. Anderson went to Conradi's home and lis- 
tened in amazement to him describe his plans for or- 
ganizing a separate church. "If you will join me," said 
Conradi, "I will make you bishop of all of England." 

Anderson replied in horror that he would not even 
consider such a thing, Conradi replied, "Well, just a 
short time ago W, W. Fletcher sat in that chair where 
you are sitting, and I gave all of Australia to him." 

Years passed by, and the influences that had been 
set in motion by Conradi continued to bear their 
fruit. In 1979 Desmond Ford, a minister from Aus- 
tralia, launched an attack on our sanctuary doctrine, 
in which he expressed appreciation for the thinking 
of W. W. Fletcher. Ford was given a period of time in 
which to prepare a written statement of his views in 


order that they might be considered at a special meet- 
ing at Glacier View, Colorado. As a delegate to that 
meeting, Anderson received a copy of Ford's paper. 
When he read it, he exclaimed to me, 'This is nothing 
but a rehash of the ideas of W. W. Fletcher!" 

Were these opinions that passed from Conradi to 
Fletcher to Ford great theological discoveries? Hardly. 
I was one Of those who were asked to analyze Ford's 
attack on the sanctuary and send my findings to the 
General Conference, I judged that material that I ana- 
lyzed and compared with its alleged sources to be 80 
to 90 percent sheer misrepresentation: false claims 
about the Scriptures, false statements about the 
Spirit of Prophecy, and false statements about other 
sources as well. 

How do such things happen? Where does it all be- 
gin?— with L. R. Conradi, the president of our Euro- 
pean Division in the early 1900s, who scattered such 
seeds of distrust in the Spirit of Prophecy throughout 
Europe that the evil results are still very apparent to- 
day. What a sobering example of evil influence—from 
Conradi to W. W. Fletcher to Desmond Ford, and thus 
to countless Seventh-day Adventist ministers who as 
yet have not understood the true nature of the great 
apostasy! 

It has not been our purpose in this introductory 
overview of the subject to analyze the great apostasy, 
but rather to point it out and briefly describe it. Spe- 
cific details will be provided in the next chapter of the 
book. 

As many see it, the time frame of the great apos- 
tasy is from the 1950s, when the alluring prospect of 
acceptance from the fallen Protestant churches, the 
daughters of Babylon, caused our brethren who were 
engaged in theological discussions with Walter Martin 
and his Calvinistic colleagues to make some very un- 
wise concessions, until the shaking time, when God 
will purify His church in preparation for the loud cry 
and the latter rain. 

"But the days of purification of the church are has- 
tening on apace. God will have a people pure and 
true. In the mighty sifting soon to take place we shall 
be better able to measure the strength of Israel. The 
signs reveal that the time is near when the Lord will 
manifest that His fan is in His hand, and He will thor- 
oughly purge His floor." Testimonies, vol. 5, 80. 

This purification process will not be pleasant, nor 
will it be limited in its extent. At the present time 
those who have accepted some of the false doctrines 
of Calvinism have the controlling influence in our two 
major publishing houses, as well as in our educa- 
tional Institutions. Articles defending our historic 
faith are seldom accepted for publication in our ma- 
jor church papers, and if accepted at all are likely to 
be accompanied by an article of rebuttal by a Calvin- 
istic writer. It is a joy, but increasingly exceptional, to 
find a younger minister in the North American Divi- 
sion today who is preaching the landmarks of our 
historic faith, and in the countries of Australia and 
New Zealand such preaching is even more excep- 
tional. 

Many younger ministers have been taught to refer 
to our historic faith as traditional Adventism, which 
wants to turn the clock back to the nineteenth cen- 
tury. Traditional is to many Adventist minds a pejora- 


tive term. Many of our members remember well how 
the evidence presented to them in evangelistic meet- 
ings or in Bible studies led them to make a firm deci- 
sion to turn from tradition to the Scriptures and 
unite with the Seventh-day Adventist Church. To have 
their beliefs now described as "tradition," which they 
most emphatically are not, is hurtful and disturbing 
to them. 

And as mentioned before, when Walter Martin's 
successor, Kenneth Samples, conducted a survey 
among the ministers of a large conference in North 
America, fourteen of the fifty-six ministers who re- 
sponded stated that they did not believe that our 
sanctuary doctrine is scriptural. Another thirteen de- 
clined to answer that question, although they did an- 
swer his other questions. Thus, almost fifty percent 
were not able to bear a positive testimony about our 
most significant distinctive doctrine, the sanctuary. 

The picture looks grim indeed. Yet, we remember 
the Lord's testimony to Elijah that He had yet 7,000 
in Israel who had not apostatized. Apparently they 
tended to be quiet and unobtrusive persons who were 
not conspicuous or vocal, but were serving the Lord 
In their own appointed places, regardless of the apos- 
tasy all about them. Doubtless there are many such 
persons in our ranks today who are not known to us 
now, but will become known when the increasing 
darkness brings out the stars. Meanwhile, let us de- 
termine that by the grace of God we will "gather 
warmth from the coldness of others, courage from 
their cowardice, and loyalty from their treason." Ibid., 
136. 


A copy of this unpublished survey by Kenneth Samples is 
in the possession of the author. 


HERESIES WILL COME IN 


“God will arouse His people; if other means fail, 
heresies will come in among them, which will sift 
them, separating the chaff from the wheat.” Testi- 
monies, vol. 5, 707. 

Heresies do separate. In this respect they are dif- 
ferent from some of the other problems of the 
church. Church members may disagree about mat- 
ters of procedure, organization, and practice without 
separating one from another. They settle the matter 
by majority vote and move on. But matters of con- 
science cannot be settled by majority vote, and here- 
sies Involve matters of conscience because they are 
departures from truth, and a perception of truth is 
the basis of conscientious conviction. 

Beginning with a conscientious conviction that the 
Word of God must be followed and obeyed, the pio- 
neers of our church studied and prayed together over 
a period of years until they had arrived at an under- 
standing of the great truths of Scripture which made 
a harmonious system of theology, free from inconsis- 
tencies and self-contradiction. This was no small 
achievement. Nothing quite like it had been seen in 
the history of Christianity. Whether we look all the 
way back to Augustine, who Insisted in his doctrine 
of predestination that while the sovereign will of God 
is irresistible by the will of man, yet the will of man is 
totally free; or whether we walk into a modern Bap- 


tist bookstore, pick up a Baptist church manual, and 
read in it that while the Ten Commandments are eter- 
nal and unchangeable, yet Sunday is the Christian 
Sabbath, we are looking at the same problem—incon- 
sistency and self-contradiction in a theological sys- 
tem. 

This confusion was not true of the work of our pi- 
oneers. They had two great advantages. They were 
not following the thinking of one person—an Augus- 
tine, a Calvin, or a Luther, and thus they avoided the 
pitfall of erring where the great leader erred. Their 
studying was done by open discussion and dialogue, 
with a healthy interchange of views, challenges and 
counter-challenges, and accompanied by much 
prayer and personal study. 

Second, they had among them a humble Christian 
maiden, whom God had chosen to use as a channel 
of communication with them. When they had labored 
with diligence to achieve an understanding of truth, 
and had come to the place where they could do no 
more, the Spirit of God would come upon her, and 
she would be enabled to clearly distinguish truth 
from error. Thus the Spirit guided their study, as 
through her was made plain a line fro truth extending 
until the end of time, “foundations were laid at the 
beginning of our work, by prayerful study of the Word 
and by Revelation.” Gospel Workers, 307, Jude 3. 

Thus our doctrines, established by careful and 
conscientious study, confirmed by the Holy Spirit, 
and solidly based upon the Scriptures, were shaped 
into what our pioneers fondly called a "platform of 
truth," upon which they could stand with full confi- 
dence and in full security. Regarding this platform, 
God's messenger wrote: 

“God is leading out a people to stand in perfect 
unity upon the platform of eternal truth.” Testi- 
monies, vol. 4, 17. 

“As a people, we are to stand firm on the platform 
of eternal truth that has withstood test and trial. We 
are to hold to the sure pillars of our faith. The princi- 
ples of truth that God has revealed to us are our only 
true foundation. They have made us what we are. The 
lapse of time has not lessened their value” Selected 
Messages, book 1, 201. 

"No line of truth that has made the Seventh-day 
Adventist people what they are is to be weakened. We 
have the old landmarks of truth, experience, and 
duty, and we are to stand firmly in defense of our 
principles, in full view of the world." Testimonies, vol. 
6, 17. 

The development of this firm platform of truth 
was, of course, not pleasing to the enemy of our 
souls, and he had to take countermeasures. There 
have been casualties. We lost Canright, Conradi, Kel- 
logg, and others. We lost the great Battle Creek Sani- 
tarium. But the platform of truth stood firm, immov- 
able, a place of security to which people turned In 
ever-increasing numbers, regardless of the occasional 
defection of individuals or institutions. 

The enemy of souls apparently learned through ex- 
perimentation and failure that open, frontal assaults 
upon the platform of truth were not effective. More 
subtle approaches were needed. If planks from the 
platform of truth were to be removed, it would have 
to be done by an approach that would be so carefully 


disguised as to be at first unrecognizable. This goal 
would require a long-range strategy, the introduction 
of an error that would, in fact, have enormous poten- 
tial for the destruction of the platform of truth. 

Satan was well aware that Christianity begins and 
ends in Jesus Christ, Son of man and Son of God. He 
had attacked the truth that Jesus is the Son of God 
with great success among other churches, but with no 
success at all in the Seventh-day Adventist Church. 
Our people had stood unmoved by the "modernism" 
that devastated other churches around them. They 
had clung firmly to the belief that Jesus was not sim- 
ply an ideal man or a great teacher, but was truly 
what He claimed to be, the Son of the living God. 

So what was left for the devil to work on? The doc- 
trine that Jesus is as truly the Son of man as He is 
the Son of God. What if this confidence that Jesus is 
truly the Son of man should be lost? 

Satan could not fail to recognize the immense sig- 
nificance of our doctrine of the humanity of Jesus. As 
was mentioned In the previous chapter, the leaders of 
our church placed great emphasis in their published 
statements on the necessity of our Lord's coming to 
this earth in the human nature of fallen man. Only 
thus, as they saw it, could He be truly the Son of 
man, .our Brother, our Example, and a sympathetic 
and understanding High Priest who was "in all points 
tempted like as we are." In the one hundred years 
1852—1952 more than twelve hundred statements 
that Jesus had come in fallen human nature had 
been published in our books and magazines and not 
one statement to the contrary. Four hundred of them 
are from the inspired pen of Ellen White. 

If this confidence should be lost, a chain-reaction 
would inevitably follow. If Jesus Christ did not come 
in fallen human nature, it would be impossible for 
Him to be tempted as we are tempted, and it would 
be unreasonable and unfair to expect us to live as He 
lived. The "putting away of sin" which is the heart of 
the sanctuary service would be impossible, and the 
entire doctrine of the sanctuary would become mean- 
ingless. The Spirit of Prophecy which had testified re- 
peatedly that our doctrine of the sanctuary is mean- 
ingful and true would have to be discarded. And if it 
is impossible for men to keep God's holy law, why 
bother about the Sabbath? 

The logic of this reasoning could not have been 
lost on Satan. His is, we must remember, the greatest 
created intellect in the universe, second only to the 
minds of Christ and God. See Patriarchs and 
Prophets, 36. If he could destroy our confidence in 
the basic truth that our Lord had come in the human 
nature of fallen man, he need not concern himself 
about our platform principles of righteousness by 
faith, the sanctuary, and the Sabbath. They would, In 
rapid succession, collapse by themselves. Satan had 
used this method with other churches, and he knew 
well how effective it can be. 

Satan therefore made his plan and waited for the 
best time In which to subtly undermine our doctrine 
of the humanity of Jesus. His opportunity came in 
the 1950s, when the Calvinistic theologian Walter 
Martin succeeded in winning from some of our lead- 
ers a concession regarding the humanity of Jesus. 
Apparently bedazzled by the alluring prospect of be- 


ing accepted by the Calvinistic churches and no 
longer called a cult, our brethren gave to Martin a 
statement that we had always believed like the Calvin- 
ists, that our Lord had come to this earth In the hu- 
man nature of the unfallen Adam. They then pro- 
ceeded to publish this same statement to the world in 
the book Questions on Doctrine. As we have seen, 
this statement was altogether incorrect, and could be 
sup ported by no historical evidence whatever. 

But when the truth was surrendered for the sake 
of popularity, undoubtedly the devil exulted, and the 
planks in our platform of truth began to crumble. 
The chain-reaction effect did not take long to develop. 
Heresies, as had been predicted, began their steady 
march into our church. 

The first principle of the platform to collapse was 
a part of our doctrine of man. The Calvinists argued 
that all babies are guilty of the sin of Adam as soon 
as they are born. This doctrine is called original sin, 
defined as inherited guilt. It was the need to keep this 
inherited guilt from descending on Jesus that had 
given rise to the Calvinistic doctrine that Jesus came 
in the nature of the unfallen Adam, rather than in the 
nature of Mary, His mother. 

Had our brethren adhered to our historic teaching 
that babies inherit weakness from Adam, but not 
guilt, they would have felt no need of accepting the 
Calvinistic doctrine regarding the humanity of Jesus. 
But one concession led to another, and the chain-re- 
action was set In motion. 

These first two heresies were embraced by the 
writers of Questions on Doctrine, as evidenced by the 
book itself (page 650—652) and such material as 
this: 

"If He had been born with a carnal nature, with all 
its propensities to evil, as is the case with every natu- 
ral son and daughter of Adam, then He Himself 
would have needed a Saviour, and under no circum- 
stances could He have been our Redeemer. . . . In 
Him was no sin, either inherited or cultivated, as is 
common to all the natural descendants of Adam." Ed- 
itorial, Ministry, September 1956 

We observe that Adventist writers have not applied 
the word carnal to Jesus, and this editor's problem is 
simply that he had accepted the Calvinistic doctrine 
of original sin defined as inherited guilt. For more de- 
tails, see The Word Was Made Flesh, page 227. 

Thus, two major planks in the platform of truth 
collapsed. The next heresy to be introduced involved 
the doctrine of righteousness by faith. It was not done 
by the authors of Questions on Doctrine, and it is 
possible that it was not even foreseen by them. They 
actually published ten statements in the book that 
were in harmony with our historic doctrine of right- 
eousness by faith, that victorious Christian living is 
possible through the power of God. (See 12, 13, 116, 
118, 190, 410, 417.) 

While they may not have sensed the tension be- 
tween this doctrine and the doctrine that Christ came 
to earth In the human nature of unfallen Adam, those 
who came later did recognize the contradiction. They 
rejected the valid doctrine of victory in order to cling 
to the invalid doctrine in regard to Christ. 

A certain dismal logic is present In their thinking. 
It has been said that the telling of one untruth re- 


quires the telling of other untruths. If Christ came to 
earth In the human nature of the unfallen Adam, then 
He was exempt from the laws of heredity, had no in- 
herited weaknesses such as we have, and could not 
possibly have been tempted as we are tempted. If He 
were not tempted as we are, His life of victory would 
be meaningless to us. It would not be an example that 
we could hope to follow, and we could never hope to 
live as He lived, or to overcome as He overcame. 

The third heresy that followed the first two into 
our church was a perversion of our historic doctrine 
of righteousness by faith (right doing by means of 
power received from God) into the satanic doctrine of 
unrighteousness by presumption (wrong-doing with 
the expectation of getting by with it). Three planks in 
our platform of truth were thus destroyed. 

The fourth heresy that has followed the first three 
into our church was a denial of our sanctuary doc- 
trine. The entire concept of the sanctuary truth re- 
volves around the principle of the "putting away of 
sin," both in the records of the sanctuary above and 
in the lives of God's people here on earth. If it is im- 
possible for Christians to live without sinning, as the 
Calvinists teach, and if God understands and accepts 
this, then the entire concept of the sanctuary is mis- 
taken and meaningless. And if the atonement was 
fully completed on the cross, as the Calvinists teach, 
how can Christ be making atonement in the heavenly 
sanctuary now? 

AS was reported in our first chapter, a survey con- 
ducted in a large North American conference revealed 
that a substantial percentage of the minsters in that 
Conference are now rejecting our sanctuary doctrine. 
Thus, the chain-reaction continues, the fourth heresy 
is Introduced, and another major plank in our plat- 
form of truth crumbles and collapses. 

This situation confronts us with a dilemma. What 
shall we do with the Spirit of Prophecy? All of the 
doctrines that are now being denied by the Calvinists 
among us are very strongly affirmed in the writings of 
God's messenger, and are described as the truths that 
have made us what we are. Can we deny these truths 
and still hold to the Spirit of Prophecy? Obviously 
not. Therefore, the fifth heresy that follows in the 
chain-reaction is rejection of the Spirit of Prophecy. 

We were forewarned, Ellen White had written well 
in advance that "the very last deception of Satan will 
be to make of none effect the testimony of the Spirit 
of God." Selected Messages, book 1, 48. 

She did not say that the testimonies (her writings) 
would be openly rejected, and in most cases they 
have not been. The rejection has rather been accom- 
plished by the giving of lip service to the Spirit of 
Prophecy while in practice denying it. An illustration 
of this problem is presented in the list of one hun- 
dred twenty names on pages v and vi of the new doc- 
trinal book Seventh-Day Adventists Believe. On both 
the doctrine of the nature of Christ and the doctrine 
of righteousness by faith this book adheres to our 
historic beliefs. The 120 names are of persons who 
are said to have approved the book, yet not a few of 
those same persons in their preaching and writing do 
not support these two doctrines. Thus the testi- 
monies are not openly denied, but they are made of 
none effect in the people's lives, and the fifth major 


plank in our platform of truth crumbles and col- 
lapses. 

With five major planks gone, how long can the 
structure stand, and which doctrine will be the next 
to be torn out and replaced by a false doctrine of 
Calvinism? 

It might be the Sabbath doctrine, Consider care- 
fully the following prediction made by Ellen White 
and recorded in The Seventh-day Adventist Bible 
Commentary, vol. 7, 985: 

"After the truth has been proclaimed as a witness 
to all nations there will be a removing of the land- 
marks, and an attempt to tear down the pillars of our 
faith. A more decided effort will be made to exalt the 
false sabbath." 

The first two in this series of three predictions are 
beyond question describing conditions that will pre- 
vail within the church. Are we safe in supposing that 
the third will be entirely outside the church? Or will 
our precious Sabbath doctrine be the next plank in 
our platform of truth that will crumble and collapse? 

Five doctrines are gone, as far as some of our 
leaders and many of our church members are con- 
cerned. Five planks in the platform of truth have col- 
lapsed and have been replaced by the false doctrine 
of Calvinism in their minds. This replacement has, of 
course, created division, because not all of our mem- 
bers have been willing to accept these changes. And 
who is being charged with the responsibility of having 
created the division? Those who are clinging to our 
pure historic faith. Again we ask, Can confusion be 
greater, or can judgment be more unfair and unjust 
than this? Remember, it is the heresies that separate, 
not the truth. 

But the division is by no means confined to a few 
members. Adventism and Calvinism are on a full col- 
lision course, as evidenced by materials that can be 
examined by anyone who cares enough to look. The 
archives of our libraries contain superabundant evi- 
dence regarding the nature of our historic beliefs, as 
well as of the manipulation of evidence that was used 
In preparation of the statement on page 650—652 of 
Questions on Doctrine. 

A steadily increasing number of people are being 
moved by this evidence to determine that they will 
not deviate from the principles of our historic faith. 
Another large group is defiantly clinging to the 
changes introduced by the book Questions on Doc- 
trine, regardless of its fraudulent character. Some are 
even going to the extent of proposing that Christ had 
two human natures, one fallen and one unfallen, as a 
means of clinging to the errors In QOD. This two-hu- 
man nature concept called dualism, discussed In a 
later chapter, in no way solves the problem. If to pos- 
sess a fallen human nature would bring Christ under 
the condemnation of God, it would be true whether 
the percentage of fallen human nature was 100 per- 
cent, 50 percent, or 10 percent. 

On the other hand, the new doctrinal book, Sev- 
enth-day Adventists Believe, realigns itself with our 
historic beliefs regarding the nature of Christ and 
reaffirms our historic position on righteousness by 
faith no fewer than one hundred forty times. So also 
do the two Sabbath School quarterlies that were used 


during the last half of the year 1990, when the books 
of Galatians and Romans were the subjects of study. 

This increasing polarization can only result in con- 
frontation and collision unless something can influ- 
ence our administrators to provide an occasion for 
an assessment of our condition. There is a desper- 
ately urgent need for an administrative recognition of 
the problem before it becomes completely unmanage- 
able. 

While the two schools of thought seem to be mov- 
ing inexorably toward a confrontation (or a separa- 
tion), and many of our administrators seem to be 
looking on either indifferently or benignly, the poor 
pastors are forced to deal directly with the problem 
on a weekly, if not a daily, basis. The two schools of 
thought have representatives In the congregations to 
whom they minister each Sabbath morning. A tragi- 
cally high percentage of the pastors are relating to the 
problem by preaching bland, innocuous sermons, 
pablum some say, that offend no one and satisfy no 
one. This compromise gives rise to the sad com- 
plaint, heard so often, "We could hear a sermon like 
that, or better, In any church in town on Sunday 
morning. What has happened to our distinctive mes- 
sage?" 

No less difficulty is created for pastors and church 
members when Calvinistic doctrines are printed in 
our church publications. These give abundant evi- 
dence that the freedom from inconsistency and self- 
contradiction that we enjoyed while we stood together 
on our platform of truth has now been lost. An out- 
standing example of this problem may be seen in the 
Review of January 25, 1990, in which a writer sets 
forth an application of the Calvinistic doctrine of orig- 
inal sin in these words: 

“If a baby dies a few hours or days after birth, it is 
still subject to the second death—the condemnation 
death—even though it has never broken any com- 
mandment!” Page 13. 

The true Calvinist offsets the offense of this 
hideous doctrine by the practice of infant baptism 
and/or the doctrine of predestination. But what is the 
Calvinistic Seventh-day Adventist to do? Two of the 
important planks in our platform of truth are the 
freedom of man's will and the power of choice, the 
opposite of predestination; and the baptism of those 
who are old enough to believe, repent, and obey. This 
belief leaves no place for infant baptism. The writer 
in the Review offers no solution at all. He leaves us to 
struggle with the self-contradiction, which can only be 
resolved by removing two more planks from our plat- 
form of truth and replacing them with two more of 
the false doctrines of Calvinism—infant baptism and 
predestination. Will this heresy be the next effect of 
the chain-reaction in which heresy follows heresy in a 
steady march into the church? 

To summarize: In the thinking of many Seventh- 
day Adventists today, five of the most important 
planks in our platform of truth have been destroyed. 

They are 


1. The doctrine that we receive weakness from 
Adam, but not guilt. 

2. The doctrine that our Lord came to earth in 
the human nature of fallen man, 


3. The doctrine of righteousness by faith (right 
doing by means of power received from God). 

4. The doctrine of the sanctuary. 

5. Belief in the inspiration of the Spirit of 
Prophecy. 


All of these five doctrines have been replaced by 
false doctrines of Calvinism. 

Meanwhile, some of the Calvinistic Adventists are 
becoming increasingly militant and aggressive. The 
persons whose fault is that they wish to hold to the 
faith of our fathers are being accused of disturbing 
the peace and harmony of the church, and in some 
places disciplinary action is being taken against 
them. We are reminded of the words of Isaiah: 

"Woe unto them that call evil good, and good evil; 
that put darkness for light, and light for darkness." 
Isaiah 5:20. 

We were forewarned by God's messenger that 
heresies would come In among us, and that these 
heresies would separate the chaff from the wheat, af- 
ter which the chaff, like a cloud, will be blown away. 
Will we be with the good grain, remaining in the gar- 
ner, or will we be blown away with the chaff? 

Please take careful notice again that it is the here- 
sies that cause division, not the truth. Many of those 
who are trying to bring Calvinistic doctrines Into our 
church are finding it impossible to fault the historic 
Adventists on theological grounds. Yet, they are rais- 
ing more and more accusations that those who refuse 
to join in their apostasy are the troublemakers who 
are causing division, splitting churches, and disturb- 
ing the peace, harmony, and unity of the church at 
large. This present situation is not greatly unlike the 
false accusations that were brought against Christ 
and resulted in His crucifixion. We have been fore- 
warned that "When controversy is awakened, the ad- 
vocates of truth are accredited with causing a distur- 
bance." Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 246. 

Jesus remained calm and undisturbed while be- 
ing falsely accused, and so may we. We may rest in 
the confidence that there are heavenly watchers, and 
that the righteous Judge of the earth will have the fi- 
nal word. Until then, let us remember that “The 
name of the LORD is a strong tower: the righteous 
runneth unto it and is safe.” Proverbs 18:10. 

“Come, my people, enter thou into thy chambers, 
and shut thy doors about thee: hide thyself as it were 
for a little moment, until the indignation be overpast. 
For, behold, the LORD cometh out of His place to 
punish the inhabitants of the earth for their iniquity: 
the earth also shall disclose her blood, and shall no 
more cover her slain.” Isaiah 26:20-21 


THE FALSE REASONING OFA 
FALSE THEOLOGY 


“Before the last developments of the work of apos- 
tasy, D there will be a confusion of faith. There will 
not be clear and definite ideas concerning the mys- 
tery of God. One truth after another will be cor- 
rupted.” Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 118. 

Ellen White, the author of the above statement, 
then quotes 1 Timothy 3: 16, which she, along with 
other Adventist writers, understood to mean that the 


"mystery of godliness, God , , . manifest in the flesh," 
was a reference to the great truth that Christ had 
come to earth In the human nature of fallen man, the 
likeness of sinful flesh. 

"In the councils of heaven the Lord planned to re- 
shape the broken, perverted characters of man, and 
to restore to them the moral image of God. This work 
is termed the mystery of godliness. Christ, the only- 
begotten of the Father, assumed human nature, came 
in the likeness of sinful flesh to condemn sin in the 
flesh." Ibid., 304. 

A. T. Jones, commenting on the same text, ob- 
served that if Christ had come in the likeness of sin- 
less flesh, that would have been no mystery, but 
would have been "natural enough." General Confer- 
ence Bulletin, 1895, 302. 

We have seen that with the publication of the book 
Questions on Doctrine in 1957 our historic truth 
about the human nature of our Lord was surren- 
dered in favor of the Calvinistic doctrine that Christ 
had come to earth in the human nature of unfallen 
Adam. Thus a Calvinistic beachhead was established, 
and a Calvinistic flag was raised within our church. 
In faithful fulfillment of Ellen White's prediction, one 
truth after another began to experience the process of 
corruption. 

Satan was using a procedure that was neither new 
nor experimental. Some of the authors of the book 
Questions on Doctrine were teachers at our theologi- 
cal seminary, which was at the time located at the 
General Conference headquarters in Washington, 
D.C., and others were General Conference officers. 
The great apostasies that have wrought such enor- 
mous injuries to other Protestant churches have, gen- 
erally speaking, also begun at their higher educa- 
tional institutions and worked their way downward 
through teachers and ministers, until they finally 
reached the laity. Those of us who have spent years in 
evangelistic work have met members of these Protes- 
tant churches who were bewildered and dismayed at 
the falsehoods that were being presented as truth by 
their own seminary-trained pastors. The wolves had 
come among them, not in sheep's clothing, but in the 
clothing of the shepherd. 

“For the leaders of this people cause them to err; 
and they that are lead of them are destroyed.” Isaiah 
9:16. 

“With lies ye have made the heart of the righteous 
sad, whom I have not made sad; and strengthened 
the hands of the wicked, that he should not return 
from his wicked way, by promising him life.” Ezekiel 
13:22. 

An outstanding characteristic of the Seventh-day 
Adventist people has always been their loyalty to the 
leaders of their church. Several factors have contrib- 
uted to this attitude. The smallness of our church 
made it possible for us to have some personal ac- 
quaintance with many leaders, and our acquaintance 
is widened by frequent changing of pastors. Our 
shared devotion to a common cause, the carrying of 
God's last warning message to the world, and a re- 
markable uniformity of beliefs and lifestyles have also 
contributed to our sense of belonging to a closely knit 
spiritual family, our sense of oneness. Our leaders 
generally have been pace-setters, providing us with 


living examples of self-sacrificing devotion to the 
cause of God. 

All of this is very admirable, but it can contribute 
to an attitude that is extremely dangerous, the convic- 
tion that our leaders can never be mistaken, that they 
can do no wrong. I know this feeling from experience. 
Fifteen years before I discovered the problems in the 
book Questions on Doctrine, a brother in the church 
tried to show them to me. It seemed to me that he 
was criticizing our world leaders. I simply could not 
tolerate what appeared to me to be disloyalty to our 
leaders. 

But I have been forced to recognize that while loy- 
alty is indeed a virtue, blind loyalty is as certainly a 
vice. Both the history of God's people as recorded in 
Scripture and the tragic record of apostasy during 
the last century in the churches about us have 
demonstrated that errors, infidelity, and even outright 
apostasy, have tended to begin with church leaders 
and move progressively downward to the people, 
rather than starting with the people and moving up- 
ward through the ranks. 

This trend has been accentuated in our church, as 
well as in other churches, by the custom of sending 
young men to the educational institutions of the 
world, or of churches that hold to false theologies, to 
receive their advanced degrees. This book is not the 
place to discuss the pros and cons of our decision to 
seek accreditation for our schools, but one dimen- 
sion of the problem is not debatable. It is a matter of 
history. When the question of accreditation of our 
schools was being studied, those who were in favor of 
it agreed that no young men would be sent to those 
non-Adventist institutions, but only mature workers 
who were known to have a clear and broad under- 
standing of our faith and the evidences upon which it 
rests. 

But like most promises that are made for the pur- 
pose of gaining concessions, this promise was soon 
forgotten. Young men who had not yet had time to be- 
come familiar with the basis of our positions and to 
develop maturity of judgment were sent to sit at the 
feet of highly trained teachers who rejected the inspi- 
ration of the Scriptures, or taught evolutionary theo- 
ries, false theologies, et cetera. The results are now 
before us. We simply cannot assume that because a 
person holds a position in our organization that his 
or her opinions will be in harmony with the Word of 
God. 

The Bible must be our guide and our test, to be 
applied to all teachers, both within the church and 
without. We must put no blind confidence in any man 
or in any group of men. In The Great Controversy, 
655, Ellen White applies Ezekiel 13:22 to ministers 
of our time. It is being literally fulfilled in many Sev- 
enth-day Adventist churches today. The hearts of the 
historic Adventists are being made sad by false accu- 
sations and a false theology—a theology that prom- 
ises life to all, wicked and righteous, thus strengthen- 
ing the hands of wicked ones, that they should not 
return from their wicked ways. 

A previous chapter, entitled "Heresies Will Come 
In," chronicles the introduction into our church plat- 
form of truth five heretical planks which changed five 
of our original doctrines. Although these five doc- 


trines are plainly reaffirmed in the new doctrinal 
book, Seventh-day Adventists Believe, nevertheless, 
very strong attempts are now being made to replace 
them with five false doctrines of Calvinism. The five 
doctrines in question are: 


1. The historic doctrine that all of Adam's descen- 
dants inherit his weakness to be replaced by the 
Calvinistic doctrine that all of Adam's descendants in- 
herit his guilt. 


Those who cling to this false doctrine have been 
confronted by two major problems. What happens 
when Jesus is born? Is He born guilty? And what 
happens to babies who die shortly after they are 
born, if they are born guilty for the sin of Adam? Are 
they lost and damned? 

Solutions were required, and, therefore, two solu- 
tions were invented, both by false reasoning. It was 
falsely reasoned that Christ was born in the human 
nature of the unfallen Adam, and did not receive the 
human nature of His mother Mary. This solution re- 
quires a miracle that is nowhere even hinted at in 
Scripture. It was falsely reasoned that babies who are 
born guilty may be delivered from this guilt of Adam 
by the process of infant baptism (pouring or sprin- 
kling), a practice which is also not found in the Scrip- 
tures. The Bible teaches that baptism is for those 
who are able to believe (Mark 16:16), to repent (Acts 
2:38), and to obey (Matthew 28:18—20). 

Until the fateful year 1957 our church had nothing 
to do with either of these false teachings. This fact 
testifies very forcefully against the idea that we ever 
held the false doctrine from which they grew. Since 
we did not accept the evil tree we did not have to ac- 
cept its evil fruits. But those who are now promoting 
Calvinism among us would tear out from our plat- 
form of truth the planks that were carefully put into 
place by our pioneers and substitute for them Calvin- 
istic doctrines that are not only untrue themselves 
but also require the introduction of other false doc- 
trines. As Ellen White predicted, "One truth after an- 
other will be corrupted." 


2. Our historic doctrine that Christ came to earth 
in the human nature of fallen man, to be replaced by 
the Calvinistic doctrine that Christ came to earth in 
the human nature of unfallen Adam. 


Here a curious seesaw has developed. During the 
one hundred years 1852—19520ur church leaders 
published no fewer than 1200 statements that our 
Lord had come to earth in the human nature of fallen 
man, together with the Scriptures the doctrine was 
based. Four hundred Of these statements were from 
the inspired pen of Ellen White. In spite of this moun- 
tain of evidence, or perhaps in ignorance of it, al- 
though it is a matter Of public record, the authors of 
Questions on Doctrine told Walter Martin and the 
world that, except for a “lunatic fringe,” we had never 
believed such a thing. 

Most of us accepted this misrepresentation as fact 
without questioning it. There was, however, one out- 
standing scholar, M. L. Andreason, who recognized 
the problem and raised his voice in protest. He was 


silenced by having his ministerial credentials re- 
voked. 

But in 1988 a new doctrinal book was prepared, 
entitled Seventh-day Adventists Believe. This vol- 
ume, passing by the misrepresentation in Questions 
on Doctrine, reaffirms our historic belief that Christ 
came to earth in the human nature of fallen man. In 
chapter 4, "God the Son," we find ten uses of the 
words “likeness of sinful flesh” (Romans 8:3), to de- 
scribe the human nature of our Lord. The author's 
understanding of that expression is made clear on 
page 46: 

"He clothed His divinity with humanity, He was 
made in the ‘likeness Of sinful flesh,' or 'sinful human 
nature,’ or ‘fallen human nature.'" See Romans 8:3. 

Elsewhere in the chapter we read: 

According to His human nature He "was born of 
the seed of David" (Romans 1:3; 9:5) and was the of 
Mary" (Mark 6:3). Page 45. 

When He took human nature, the race had already 
deteriorated through 4,000 years of sin on a sin- 
cursed planet. Page 47. Christ took human nature 
with all its liabilities. Page 47. 

He took the nature of man In its fallen state, bear- 
ing the consequences of sin, not its sinfulness. He 
was one with the human race, except in sin. Page 49. 

These concepts have created problems for those 
who are promoting Calvinism among us and have led 
to some astonishing endeavors. Before me as I write 
is the Adventist Review of November 1, 1990, which 
contains an editorial at which I can only marvel. After 
extended comments on the importance of subordinat- 
ing our individual opinions to the statement of faith 
in Seventh-day Adventists Believe, the editor writes: 

"As an example, take the human nature of Jesus. 
Our fundamental beliefs make clear that Jesus, God's 
eternal Son, became fully human, was tempted in all 
points, but remained sinless. But they do not attempt 
to spell out His nature beyond this." 

The reader has but to look back to the five quota- 
tions from Seventh-day Adventists Believe pre- 
sented above to realize the dimensions of the prob- 
lem. 

One could hardly ask for a more convincing 
demonstration of the principle that we dare not place 
uncritical confidence in the thinking of any man or 
blindly follow any leader. That such an Inaccurate 
statement could be published in the Adventist Re- 
view is sobering. To add to the mystery, we find the 
editor's name in the list of those who collaborated in 
the production of Seventh-day Adventists Believe. 
See pages 4, 5. How truly Ellen White wrote, "We may 
be surprised at nothing." The Seventh-day Adventist 
Bible Commentary, vol. 4, 1170. 


3. Our historic doctrine of righteousness by faith 
(rightdoing by means of power received from God), to 
be replaced by the Calvinistic doctrine of unrigh- 
teousness by presumption (wrongdoing with the ex- 
pectation of getting by with it). 


Let us look again at Ellen White's definitions; 

"Faith claims God's promises, and brings forth 
fruit in obedience. Presumption also claims the 
promises, but uses them as Satan did, to excuse 
transgression." The Desire of Ages, 126. 


In the New Testament we find more than fifty "vic- 
tory" verses, mostly from the writings of the apostle 
Paul. In the writings of God's chosen messenger to 
the remnant church, Ellen White, we have counted 
more than 4,500. Approximately 2,500 are included 
in our book, Tell of His Power. An extraordinary 
amount of false reasoning is required to offset this 
vast array of evidence. Two of the most commonly 
employed methods of this false reasoning are: 


THE STRAW-MAN TECHNIQUE 


In this method, the opponent's views are mis- 
stated, thus creating a straw-man. Then this straw- 
man is attacked with vigor. The unwary are not likely 
to recognize the difference between the straw-man 
and the opponent's actual views. This technique was 
employed in the item from Ministry quoted In a previ- 
ous chapter, wherein the writer protested strenuously 
against the idea that Jesus had a "carnal" nature. Ac- 
tually, Seventh-day Adventist writers had not applied 
the word "carnal" to the nature of Christ. But in this 
case, the straw-man technique was apparently quite 
effective. 


VIOLATION OF CONTEXT 


Here we must distinguish between removal from 
context, which is true of all quotations, and violation 
of context, which is true only when quotations are 
used in a manner that is not what the writer in- 
tended. For example, in the Signs of the Times, June 
9, 1898, Ellen White had written this sentence: 

"In taking upon Himself man's nature in its fallen 
condition, Christ did not In the least participate in its 
sin." Selected Messages, book 1, 256. 

The principal author of Questions on Doctrine 
presented In his Movement of Destiny, page 497, an 
abbreviated version of the statement regarding the 
nature of Christ that appears on page 650 in Ques- 
tions on Doctrine. In it the first half of Ellen White's 
statement was laid aside, and the second half was 
presented as part of this construction: 

“TOOK SINLESS NATURE OF ADAM BEFORE 
FALL... . Christ did not in the least participate in its 
sin.” 

This is the ultimate violation of context. No greater 
contextual offense is possible. And this construction 
requires Ellen White to make the ludicrous statement 
that Christ did not in the least participate in the sin 
of the sinless nature of Adam before his fall. This is 
an insult to her intelligence as well as the intelligence 
of the reader. 

Again, I once listened to one of the leading Calvin- 
istic theologians among us state that Ellen White de- 
nies the possibility of character perfection in this life 
and gave as his evidence this statement: 

"Perfection exists only in the imagination." Review 
and Herald, vol. 3, 71. 

This statement puzzled me, and so I traced the 
quotation to its source and found that Ellen White 
was referring to perfection in the world and in the 
church, not In human character. Here are her words: 

"We may create an unreal world in our own mind 
or picture an ideal church, where the temptations of 
Satan no longer prompt to evil; but perfection exists 
only in our imagination. The world is a fallen world, 


and the church is a place represented by a field in 
which grow tares and wheat." 

And in the column preceding the above statement 
she had written: 

"By beholding and copying the perfect Model, we 
shall present to the world a character that is Christ- 
like." 

The intention of the writer had been ignored, and 
the few words taken from her statement had been 
used to suit the intention of the theologian, which was 
the precise opposite of her intention. 

We regret to report that this kind of thing is very 
common in the writings of some of those who are 
promoting Calvinism among us. We must be on 
guard. Our best policy is to examine the context of ev- 
ery quotation that we hear or see employed by any- 
one. 

Enormous exertions are required of these persons 
when they endeavor to rebut or offset the vast array 
of biblical and Spirit of Prophecy evidence that char- 
acter perfection, by the power of God, is an attainable 
goal in this life. And to this truth may be added the 
one hundred and forty affirmations of the same prin- 
ciple that appear in Seventh-day Adventists Believe, 
which has realigned us with the historic position of 
the church on this point. 

Probably the attempt to refute the evidence that is 
at once the most common and the most senseless is 
the challenging question, "Do you think that you are 
perfect?" This matter is dealt with in the oldest book 
in the Bible: 

"If I justify myself, mine own mouth shall condemn 
me: if I say, I am perfect, it shall also prove me per- 
verse. Though I were perfect, yet would I not know 
my soul." Job 9:20-21 

We are presently aware of twenty-five places in the 
writing of Ellen White where she bears a similar testi- 
mony. Here are some samples: 

'Those who are really seeking to perfect Christian 
character will never indulge in the thought that they 
are sinless." Review and Herald, vol. 1, 251. 

'Those whom Heaven recognizes as holy ones are 
the last to parade their own goodness." The Youth's 
Instructor, 539 

‘True sanctification will not lead any human being 
to pronounce himself holy, sinless, and perfect." 
Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 207. 

'No one who claims holiness is really holy. Those 
who are registered as holy in the books of Heaven are 
not aware of the fact and are the last ones to boast of 
their own goodness." Signs of the Times, vol. 1, 490. 

"Imperceptibly to themselves, they became one 
with the Father and with the Son," Sons and Daugh- 
ters of God, 296 

It should be noted in passing that the Calvinistic 
doctrine that Christians cannot live without sinning is 
itself a departure from and a corruption of original 
Calvinism. In the most famous of all Calvinistic state- 
ments of faith, the great Westminster Confession of 
1645, we find these words: 

"Neither are the aforementioned uses of the law 
contrary to the grace of the gospel, but do sweetly 
comply with it; the grace of Christ subduing and en- 
abling the will of man to do that freely and cheerfully 


which the will of God, revealed in the law, requireth 
to be done." Creeds of Christendom, 643 

“To do that freely and cheerfully.” What a contrast 
to what we often hear now! We are reminded of Ellen 
White's statement: 

"It is not that men cannot keep the law, but that 
they will not." Review and Herald, vol. 4, 303. 


4. Our historic doctrine of the sanctuary and the 
investigative judgment to be replaced by various 
Calvinistic theories. 


Actually, the various Calvinistic theories consist 
mostly of sneers, jeers, and expressions of unbelief. 
The Calvinists are not united in their concepts of the 
sanctuary. Some argue that there is no literal sanctu- 
ary in heaven; some admit that there is a heavenly 
sanctuary but argue that it does not have two apart- 
ments; others would make heaven itself the sanctu- 
ary, and so on. Since many attempt to discredit the 
day-for-a-year application of the prophecy which 
brings us to the terminal date of 2300 years in 1844, 
we offer a brief suggestion on that point. 

In Daniel 9:25 we find an angel saying to the 
prophet: 

"Know therefore and understand, that from the go- 
ing forth of the commandment to restore and to build 
Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince shall be seven 
weeks, and threescore and two weeks: the street shall 
be built again, and the wall, even in troublous times." 

We need not debate the dates of these two histori- 
cal events, the rebuilding of Jerusalem and the ap- 
pearance of the Messiah. No one would be foolish 
enough to deny that the two events did occur, and 
that they were several hundred years apart. Yet the 
angel fixed the total time between these two events as 
483 prophetic days. If we do not allow a day for a 
year, but count these days as literal days, we are re- 
quired to believe that the total time between the two 
events was approximately one and one-third years. 
Could anything be as absurd as this? 

In fact, there are other objections to the sanctuary 
that rival this one in absurdity, although there is not 
space to discuss them here. But be assured that the 
sanctuary is, as Uriah Smith said, "the citadel of our 
strength," and no objection to it will bear up under 
investigation. Ellen White wrote well: "1 know that the 
sanctuary question stands in righteousness and 
truth, just as we have held it for so many years." 
Counsels to Writers and Editors, 54. 


5. Our historic doctrine of the Spirit Of Prophecy 
to be replaced by dependence on human reasoning. 


The priceless gift of the Spirit of Prophecy has 
shaped and molded the great Advent movement. 
While it is true that in the field of theology it is the 
sanctuary doctrine that has made us what we are, in 
all matters of accomplishment it is the Spirit of 
Prophecy that has made us what we are It has been 
the voice of the Holy Spirit, coming to us through 
God's chosen messenger, that has called into being 
our schools, our hospitals, our publishing houses, 
our church organization, our mission programs; in 
short, all of our truly impressive accomplishments. 

But in spite of these undeniable realities, many are 
now ready to throw the Spirit of Prophecy overboard. 


They realize, however, that an open and undisguised 
rejection of the Sprit of Prophecy is more than most 
church members would be able to accept just now, 
and consequently they have to be discreet, pretending 
to believe the Spirit of Prophecy while, in fact, reject- 
ing it as much as possible. 

One part of their problem is that the Spirit of 
Prophecy strongly affirms as truth the very doctrines 
that they wish to deny. Attempts to make it appear 
that Ellen White's writings, if properly "interpreted," 
would support their Calvinistic doctrines have been 
embarrassingly unsuccessful. A recent example is a 
book which was written by a professor at one of our 
colleges which unabashedly sets forth as its purpose 
the presentation of the true meaning of Ellen White's 
writings. But the volume contained such shocking 
misrepresentations of fact that controversy was im- 
mediately created when it was published. The White 
Estate office protested vigorously, and it was recog- 
nized by church leaders that the printing of the book 
was a mistake. Although many felt it should be re- 
called or repudiated, it was decided to just let it die 
quietly." But it is still on sale in the Adventist Book 
Centers, waiting to deceive the unsuspecting church 
member who purchases it and reads it in the confi- 
dence there could not be anything wrong with a book 
that was printed by our denominational publishing 
house. 

My own experience as a Spirit of Prophecy re- 
search worker has not been encouraging and has 
even put my wife and me under suspicion in the view 
of some church leaders. Church members are often 
puzzled. They have heard about our two research re- 
ports, The Word Was Made Flesh and Tell of His 
Power, and as a result have frequently invited us to 
conduct seminars in their areas. We respond to these 
invitations as often as we can, but we find that about 
half of these Spirit of Prophecy seminars must be 
conducted in public places or in private homes be- 
cause local pastors and/or conference leaders will not 
permit them in their churches. Appeals to higher au- 
thorities have been unavailing. 

The usual explanation offered for keeping these 
Spirit of Prophecy research reports out of the 
churches is fear that the church will be criticized or 
even attacked. 

If it is not possible to present authentic Spirit of 
Prophecy research without attacking the church, 
what does this fact tell us about the church? Has the 
church become so identified with error that protests 
against error are necessarily attacks upon _ the 
church? 

We firmly reject this identification of the church 
with error and evil, and the identification of evildoers 
as the church. They may be in the church, but they 
are not the church. Yet, it may be helpful to take time 
for reflection in order to sort out our concepts of the 
message, the church, and the leadership of the 
church. 

Our distinctive message, our great and eternal 
platform of truth, has never been successfully faulted 
and will never be successfully faulted. Every attack 
against it, without any exception, has been proved a 
false accusation, and thus it will always be. Our mes- 
sage is truth, and the truth will stand forever. Our 


first and highest loyalty is to our Lord and to His 
truth, which are inseparable. We must remember that 
Jesus said, "I am the Way, the Truth, and the Life." 
John 14:6. 

Our church is an organization brought into being 
for the purpose of teaching the truth. Thus the mes- 
sage created the church. The church did not create 
the message. The truth is the foundation of the 
church. The church is not the foundation of the mes- 
sage. And to maintain that the church continues to 
speak with authority even if it abandons the message 
of truth is preposterous. The experiences Of the mes- 
sage and the church may be similar, or they may be 
quit' different. The church may thrive and prosper, or 
it may undergo oppression and persecution, or it 
may suffer the loss of its institutions, or its member- 
ship may be decreased by apostasy, but none of these 
things have any effect upon the message—the truth. 

If our faith and our loyalty are primarily to our 
Lord and to His truth—the message, then we will not 
be overwhelmed with discouragement by the chang- 
ing fortunes of the church. We have never been told 
that the church would be free from trials, or that it 
would move without interruption from victory to vic- 
tory until we welcome the return of our Lord. Quite 
the contrary. We have been clearly forewarned that 
there will be a great apostasy in our church as we 
near the end of time and a great convulsion, as those 
who have embraced the apostasy finally depart from 
the church in the great shaking time. 

"Many a star that we have admired for its bril- 
liancy, will then go out in darkness." Testimonies, vol. 
5, 81. 

“Many will stand in our pulpits with the torch of 
false prophecy in their hands, kindled from the 
hellish torch of Satan.” Testimonies to Ministers, 
409-410. 

“The light given me has been very forcible that 
many would go out from us, giving heed to seducing 
spirits and doctrines of devils. . . . False prophets will 
arise and will deceive many." Evangelism, 363. 

Therefore, we must neither be confused nor mis- 
led when protests are raised against the work of false 
teachers, and they set up a cry that the church is be- 
ing attacked. The persons who are described in such 
language as used in the above statements are most 
emphatically not "the church." 

According to the forewarning that God has given to 
us through His chosen messenger, the false teachers 
will be "many" and the false doctrines, false theories, 
and cunning deceptions are also described as "many." 
Yet in none of these warning counsels is a manifold 
solution urged upon us. The recommended solution 
is always one, only one. We must meet all challenges 
with our Bibles in our hands, having such a clear un- 
derstanding of the reasons for our faith and being so 
settled in the truth that we can instantly recognize er- 
ror when it appears and meet it with the Word of 
God. This solution constitutes our only hope for spir- 
itual survival. 

Our platform of truth, sometimes called historic 
Seventh-day Adventism, will stand. Those who aban- 
don it will be easily taken by the enemy. But those 
who steadfastly refuse to leave the platform for any 
reason will finally be transported from the platform 


of truth to stand on the sea of glass, which is before 
the throne of God. 

May God grant that each one of us, by His power, 
will be among that joyful throng. 


SETTING ASIDE THE SPIRIT 
OF PROPHECY—THE REASONS 
AND THE METHODS 


“The very last deception of Satan will be to make 
of none effect the testimony of the Spirit of God.” Se- 
lected Messages, book 2, 78. 

Since the beginning of the great controversy be- 
tween good and evil, Satan has never been so un- 
masked and has never had his plans so weakened by 
disclosure as through the Testimonies that God has 
given through His chosen messenger, Ellen White. We, 
therefore, have no difficulty understanding why he 
wants to destroy the influence of these Testimonies. 
Since it is not possible for him to remove them from 
the earth, as he would prefer, the best he can do is to 
labor to make them of none effect. This tactic is what 
we would expect from Satan. 

But why would the Adventist people, who owe vir- 
tually every good thing that exists among them to the 
influence of the Spirit of Prophecy, want to get rid of 
the Testimonies? 

There are certain general reasons for opposition to 
the Spirit of Prophecy that have always been present, 
but with the present attempt to change some of our 
doctrines from Adventism to Calvinism there has 
come into existence a much more urgent and specific 
reason. 

The general reasons for opposition to the Spirit of 
Prophecy which have always been present would in- 
clude these: 


THE LOVE OF SIN 


"Disguise it as they may, the real cause of doubt 
and skepticism, in most cases, is the love of sin." 
Steps to Christ, 111. 

This statement is so clear as to need no comment, 
but we should not pass it by too quickly. It deserves 
several careful and thoughtful readings, in a spirit of 
humble prayer. 


THE DISLIKE OF BEING CORRECTED 
OR REBUKED 


Whether it be the correction of an erroneous opin- 
ion or the rebuking of an open or secret sin, this kind 
of testimony is difficult for some to accept. It seems 
that they are not able to recognize it as a ministry of 
love, Intended to have a saving influence on them and 
to better prepare them for the coming of the Lord. In- 
stead, they regard the rebuke or correction as the at- 
tack of an enemy which calls for an attitude of de- 
fense, 'The testimonies of His Spirit call your atten- 
tion to the Scriptures, point out your defects of char- 
acter, and rebuke your sins; therefore you do not 
heed them. And to justify your carnal, ease-loving 
course you begin to doubt whether the testimonies 
are from God." Testimonies, vol. 5, 234. 


PRIDE OF INTELLECT 


It seems that higher education can contribute to 
the tendency to neglect or reject the Testimonies. Ap- 
parently, confidence in one's own opinion is inclined 
to grow with the educational process. The higher 
one's academic degrees, the more difficult it seems to 
be for some to accept counsel or correction from the 
humble messenger of the Lord. 

I was deeply puzzled when a respected Seventh- 
day Adventist theologian, who had once been strong 
In his support of the Spirit of Prophecy, suddenly be- 
gan making the public statement that "We must not 
let Ellen White veto the Scriptures." Eventually, I 
learned that he had accepted as truth the false 
Calvinistic doctrine that it is impossible for Chris- 
tians to live without sinning. He had at first tried to 
maintain that Ellen White agreed with this Calvinistic 
doctrine, but when he was confronted with a mass of 
evidence that she actually rejected it, he had to make 
a choice. He must either admit that he was mistaken 
or take the position that Ellen White was mistaken. It 
was at this point that he began to preach and to teach 
that we must not let Ellen White veto the Scriptures. 
Ellen White was not, of course, vetoing the Scrip- 
tures. She was vetoing an erroneous Calvinistic inter- 
pretation of the Scriptures. 

How much better it would have been for his own 
soul and the souls of others if this theologian had 
been willing to accept the inspired counsel and cor- 
rect his own thinking, rather than setting out to un- 
dermine confidence in the Spirit of Prophecy! 


PRIDE OF POSITION 


There is an ancient proverb to the effect that 
"power corrupts, and absolute power corrupts abso- 
lutely.". Those who stand in elevated positions of 
power and authority are in constant peril on this 
point. Satan is ever ready to suggest to them the sub- 
stitution of authority of position for the authority of 
the Word of God, and to flatter them that their wise 
opinions concerning what policies are best for God's 
work need not be compared with the inspired coun- 
sels. We have, however, been warned: 

"Men cannot depart from the counsel of God and 
still retain that calmness and wisdom which will en- 
able them to act with justice and discretion. There is 
no insanity so dreadful, so hopeless, as that of follow- 
ing human wisdom, unguided by the wisdom of God." 
Patriarchs and Prophets, 658. 


THE LURE OF WORLDLY ADVANTAGE 


This problem may be the most subtle under con- 
sideration, because it may come disguised as advan- 
tageous for the church. For example, we were coun- 
seled to keep our medical institutions small and to 
place strong emphasis on health education as well as 
on spiritual Influences for the patients. But when 
changing the sanitariums to larger critical-care insti- 
tutions brought a sudden increase in patronage and 
financial support, we flattered ourselves that we had 
been wiser than the inspired counsels and had made 
the better choice. But it may not be long before we 
will be required to reflect upon the significance of this 
warning: 


"If we plan according to our own ideas, the Lord 
will leave us to our own mistakes." The Desire of 
Ages, 369. 

The above are a sampling, but not a complete list, 
of the type of reasons that have always been with us 
for rejecting the Testimonies or making them of none 
effect, They have produced sporadic and intermittent 
opposition to the Spirit of Prophecy. But they are 
nothing compared to the intense and highly organized 
opposition that is being encountered now, growing 
out of the attempt to change our theology. 

This attempt to change our theology from Adven- 
tism to Calvinism has produced an opposition to the 
Testimonies that far surpasses anything that we have 
previously experienced, and may well be an evidence 
that we are nearing the end of time. There is an ur- 
gency connected with it that may be born of the real- 
ization that the doctrines of Calvinism and the Spirit 
of Prophecy are so incompatible that they cannot long 
co-exist in the same church. One or the other must 
go. 
The problem with the Spirit of Prophecy, as seen 
by those who are promoting Calvinism among us, is 
that it firmly supports as truth all of the doctrines 
that they wish to dismiss as error. The Testimonies 
affirm the integrity of every plank of our platform of 
truth that has been marked for destruction. 

Not only is this statement true, but since theologi- 
cal truths are all closely related to each other, there 
are other matters in which the conflict between the 
Calvinistic doctrines and the Testimonies are becom- 
ing Increasingly apparent. When we compare the 
Calvinistic doctrine of unrighteousness by presump- 
tion with the Spirit of Prophecy, we find strong dis- 
agreement in every detail. 

The Calvinists say that human nature is so cor- 
rupted that it can never recover or be restored while 
this life lasts. God's messenger, Ellen White, testifies 
that although human nature has Indeed fallen, never- 
theless, by the grace and power of God, it can in this 
life be changed, subdued, transformed, dignified, 
softened, elevated, consecrated, restored to its origi- 
nal purity, re-beautified, ennobled, reconstructed 
from its ruins, brought under the control of Christ, 
assimilated with the character of Christ, united with 
divine nature, and brought to the perfection of the 
character of Christ. See Tell of His Power, 198—203. 

The Calvinists say that since Christians cannot 
stop sinning, we are saved by justification (forgive- 
ness) only, and that sanctification is nice but not nec- 
essary for salvation. Ellen White states that the justifi- 
cation which does not produce sanctification is 
thereby proved to be a false justification that can save 
nobody. 

The Calvinists say that God's forgiveness is an ob- 
jective (forensic) act which does something for us but 
does nothing in us. Ellen White Insists that God's for- 
giveness includes an impartation of power that en- 
ables us to rise above temptation and live victori- 
ously. See Thoughts From the Mount of Blessing, 
114. 

The Calvinists teach "once-saved, always saved" 
(sometimes even while denying that they teach it); 
Ellen White warns that this false assumption pro- 
vides an equally false sense of security. 


The Calvinists argue that Christ will change our 
characters at His coming. Ellen White denies this 
with great emphasis. We are presently aware of 48 
separate warnings that she issued against this error. 
Here is a sample: 

"When Christ shall come, our vile bodies are to be 
changed, and made like His glorious body; but the 
vile character will not be made holy then. The trans- 
formation of character must take place before His 
coming." Review and Herald, vol. I, 543. 

We could go on, but perhaps this one quotation is 
enough to demonstrate why those who are trying to 
lead us into the theological errors of Calvinism re- 
gard the testimonies of Ellen White as their greatest 
obstacle. For this reason they are co-operating, 
whether wittingly or unwittingly, with the attempts of 
Satan to make the Testimonies of none effect. It is ap- 
parent that those who believe and value the counsels 
that God has given to His people through His chosen 
messenger will never embrace the false doctrines of 
Calvinism. 

"Satan will work ingeniously, in different ways and 
through different agencies, to unsettle the confidence 
of God's remnant people in the true testimony." Se- 
lected Messages, book 1, 48. 

The reasons for this unsettling of confidence in the 
Testimonies are clear. Let us now consider the meth- 
ods that are being used. 


THE CLAIM THAT WE MUST CHOOSE 
BETWEEN ELLEN WHITE AND THE 
BIBLE 


No writer among us has ever demonstrated such a 
familiarity with the Scriptures as is seen in the writ- 
ings of Ellen White. No other writer has used them so 
copiously. In a random test we found the center page 
in her five-volume Conflict of the Ages series. We 
counted fifty pages forward and fifty pages backward 
from this center page. On the one hundred pages 
thus selected for examination we found 220 quota- 
tions from the Scriptures, plus several other un- 
quoted references. She literally lived with the Bible. 
We are not really being asked to choose between Ellen 
White and the Bible. 

We are being asked to choose between Ellen White 
and a false Calvinistic interpretation of the Bible. 


THE CLAIM THAT ELLEN WHITE WAS 
NOT A THEOLOGIAN 


By what standard of measurement is this conclu- 
sion reached? Certainly not by her output. She wrote 
25,000,000 words, far surpassing even the famous 
and prolific Karl Barth. And certainly not just by her 
subject matter. Virtually everything she wrote was ei- 
ther a statement of theological principle or an ethical 
application of theological principle, both appropriate 
subject matter for theologians. 

In any case, are prophets required to be theolo- 
gians? Not according to the Scriptures. There we find 
that God chose men and women from many walks of 
life and in different stages of life to be His special 
messengers. It is the choosing of God that puts 
prophets in a class by themselves. 

We must remember that a theologian is a man- 
made product from beginning to end. Men give the- 


ologians their education. Men give them their theolog- 
ical degrees. And men give them the positions In the 
universities where they teach and where they write. 
Not so with prophets. God chooses every one of them 
personally and individually. His choices have in- 
cluded a youth like Samuel and an elderly lady like 
Anna, a farmer like Amos and a fisherman like Peter; 
a poet like Isaiah and a soldier like Moses, and so on. 
Men are not called upon to elect, appoint, approve, or 
disapprove. They are Simply advised to listen or suf- 
fer the consequences. We have not listened as we 
should, and we are beginning to feel the conse- 
quences. 


THE CLAIM THAT ELLEN WHITE DOES 
NOT SPEAK WITH AUTHORITY ON 
THE SUBJECT OF (YOU FILL 
IN THE BLANK) 


When I was a student at Walla Walla College, there 
were certain theologians in the religion department 
who were teaching that a prophet has authority only 
in his or her "own line." It was said that what Ellen 
White had written about theology was inspired and 
authoritative, but what she had written about health- 
ful living was not. It was eventually discovered that 
one of these theologians owned a hog ranch in the 
Middle West. 

Years later, as a seminary student, I listened to a 
professor of theology explain that Ellen White had no 
authority in theology, but rather in ethics. However, 
the ethics professor eventually explained to his stu- 
dents that her writings should not be used for ethical 
applications, but only for personal devotions. An- 
other professor argued that her inspiration did not 
apply to church history. 

So around and around the evasion goes, and 
where it stops nobody knows. We find in the Scrip- 
tures no suggestion that any of these claims is true, 
The Creator of the universe sends counsel where 
counsel is needed, and His messengers must faith- 
fully report what they have been shown. It is not 
within the province of man to set limits or prescribe 
boundaries, Man does not tell his Creator on what 
subjects He may be permitted to send messages 
through His prophets, and on what subjects He 
should not so presume. 


THE CLAIM THAT ELLEN WHITE MUST 
NOT INTERPRET THE SCRIPTURES 
FOR US. (IT IS ALL RIGHT, HOWEVER, 
TO LET CALVIN AND LUTHER 
INTERPRET THE SCRIPTURES FOR 
US.) 


There is a difference between an interpretation of 
Scripture (telling us what a Scripture means but does 
not say), and pointing out to us what the Scriptures 
actually say, which we should have recognized but did 
not. Just as the pointing out of a constellation in the 
heavens does not put the stars in place, so the point- 
ing out of truth does not place an interpretation on 
the Scriptures. It simply helps us to see what had 
been there all the while. 

We must be willing to admit that in our time this 
kind of help in understanding the Scriptures is 
greatly needed. There was a time, in the Middle Ages, 


when the church stood between the Bible and the 
people, interpreting the Scriptures for them. The Re- 
formers removed the church from its position be- 
tween the Bible and the people and placed the Holy 
Spirit in its place. They were optimistically confident 

that the Spirit's guidance would eventually bring all 
Christians to a proper and united understanding of 
the Word of God. 

But obviously this desired result has not hap- 
pened. There are more different interpretations of the 
Scriptures today than there were at the time of the 
Reformers. Where is the problem? With the Scrip- 
tures? No. With the Holy Spirit? No. With the people? 
Yes, no other conclusion is possible. The problem 
must be with us. 

So God in His infinite love and mercy sent a spe- 
cial messenger to help us. By working on the Scrip- 
tures? No. The Scriptures need no improvement, By 
working on the Holy Spirit? No. The Holy Spirit 
needs no improvement. By working with us? Yes. 
With us there is room for improvement, much room. 
We are sadly slow in comprehending what the Scrip- 
tures say, and we are inclined to place wrong inter- 
pretations on what we read. All of us, the educated 
and the uneducated, laymen and theologians, stand 
in need of help because of our weakened faculties of 
perception. 

God loved us enough to send us this help. Do we 
do well to scorn it? Do we do well to stand upon our 
dignity and assume the lofty attitude that if God 
wants to communicate with us He should do it per- 
sonally and not through a chosen messenger? God 
has His reasons for not sending many messages to us 
personally. Not many of us can handle such a bless- 
ing without becoming dangerously exalted, self-confi- 
dent, or even spiritually proud. It is in love and 
mercy to us that God uses prophets. 


THE CLAIM THAT WE MUST FIGURE 
OUT WHAT PORTIONS OF ELLEN 
WHITE'S WRITINGS ARE INSPIRED 
AND WHAT PORTIONS ARE NOT 
INSPIRED 


This judgment is not only forbidden by the Lord, it 
is an enormous waste of time and energy. Having 
done a great deal of research in Ellen White's writ- 
ings, we have come to the considered and mature 
conclusion that no harm could possibly come to any- 
one who took every word that she ever wrote or 
spoke as Inspired. (She, of course, makes no such 
claim.) But Ellen White was simply not a harmful 
person, and nothing that she ever wrote or said could 
possibly be a danger to anyone's salvation. 

But we would do well to consider the warnings 
that have been sent to us on this subject. It is clear 
that when God sends messages to His people through 
a chosen messenger, He wants no interference from 
any person, and no attempts to control or manipulate 
those messages. 

'My instructor said to me, Tell these men that God 
has not committed to them the work of measuring, 
classifying, and defining the character of the testi- 
monies. Those who attempt this are sure to err in 
their conclusions." Selected Messages, book 1, 49. 


From Testimonies, vol. 5, 691, comes this coun- 
sel: 

"And now, brethren, I entreat you not to interpose 
between me and the people, and turn away the light 
which God would have come to them. Do not by your 
criticisms take out all the force, all the point and 
power, from the Testimonies. Do not feel that you can 
dissect them to suit your own ideas, claiming that 
God has given you ability to discern what is light 
from heaven and what is the expression of mere hu- 
man wisdom. If the Testimonies speak not according 
to the Word of God, reject them. Christ and Belial 
cannot be united. For Christ's sake do not confuse 
the minds of the people with human sophistry and 
skepticism, and make of none effect the work that the 
Lord would do. Do not, by your lack of spiritual dis- 
cernment, make of this agency of God a rock of of- 
fense whereby many shall be caused to stumble and 
fall, 'and be snared, and be taken.'" 


THE CLAIM THAT ELLEN WHITE'S 
WRITINGS SHOULD BE USED ONLY 
FOR DEVOTIONAL PURPOSES 


In view of the warnings that we have just read, we 
should recoil immediately from any attempt by hu- 
man beings to assume control of the Spirit of 
Prophecy, to tell us how to use it, or to stand between 
the prophet and the people. If her writings were to be 
used only for devotional purposes, why did she not 
tell us that? Why did she publish millions of words 
dealing with Bible truths? And if her statements 
about the truths of the Bible are not trustworthy, why 
should they be used in devotions? 

This argument is very much like the position those 
take who say that Christ was not the Son of God but 
was a great and good man. Christ firmly asserted that 
He was the Son of God on earth. Do great and good 
men suffer from such delusions, and do they attempt 
to deceive us? 


THE CLAIM THAT ELLEN WHITE 
CONTRADICTS HERSELF 


This claim is a direct result of the kind of work 
done in the book Questions On Doctrine. Men place 
an interpretation on Ellen White's writings, telling us 
what the writings mean but do not say. Then when 
their interpretation is found to be in contradiction 
with other statements of Ellen White, Instead of ad- 
mitting that their interpretations are mistaken, they 
propose that she is contradicting herself, The God of 
truth and righteousness is not deceived by this sub- 
terfuge, and neither should we be. The contradictions 
are the work of her interpreters, not the work of 
Ellen White. That any human being could write con- 
tinuously over a period of sixty years, to the extent of 
25,000,000 words, without reversing opinions or 
straying Into self-contradiction is itself a miracle. 


THE CLAIM THAT WE HAVE 
OUTGROWN THE SPIRIT OF 
PROPHECY AND NO LONGER NEED IT 


Strange as it may seem, this argument is hoary 
with age. It was actually used while Ellen White was 
still alive. At one point she reported that various 
church members were saying, 'Elder Smith, Elder 


Butler, Elder Canright, . . . did not any longer regard 
the Testimonies as they once did, but they considered 
Sister White's work and influence was a thing of the 
past. We had got beyond the need of the Testimonies." 
Concerning this situation Ellen White said, “This 
statement is what I meet everywhere.” The Ellen G. 
White 1888 Materials, 684. 

On the contrary, the testimony of the Lord to us is 
found in Selected Messages, book 1, 41: 

“Time and trial have not made void the instruction 
given, but through years of suffering and self-sacrifice 
have established the truth of the testimony given. The 
instruction that was given In the early days of the 
message is to be held as safe instruction to follow in 
these its closing days.” 


THE CLAIM THAT THE SPIRIT OF 
PROPHECY WAS WRITTEN FORA 
DIFFERENT TIME 


The counsels of God, whether they are written in 
the Bible or in the Spirit of Prophecy, are not written 
for time. They are written for conditions. When the 
conditions exist, the counsel applies. It makes no dif- 
ference what time it is, whether on the clock or on the 
calendar. It does sometimes happen that in common 
parlance the word "time" is used as a synonym for 
conditions. Ellen White occasionally does this. But if 
this argument is going to be used as a device to justify 
rejecting her counsels, we will need to be more pre- 
cise in our use of words and in determining the na- 
ture of her counsels. We will quickly discover that 
most of her counsels deal with matters that are time- 
less, eternal principles of truth and righteousness 
that can never change. 


THE CLAIM THAT SUCH 
TESTIMONIES AS HER COUNSEL 
AGAINST THE OWNERSHIP OF 
BICYCLES IN THE 1890S PROVES 
THAT HER WRITINGS ARE OUT OF 
DATE 


This claim is surely shallow and impoverished 
thinking. If Ellen White were alive today, and if the 
purchase and maintenance of a bicycle required the 
same portion of an average yearly wage that it did in 
the 1890s, we may feel sure that she would give the 
same counsel to us that she gave to that generation. 
The disparity between the practical benefits and the 
expense would be her reason, and it would still be 
valid. 


THE CLAIM THAT ELLEN WHITE WAS 
A PLAGIARIST 


Let us begin by noting that the person who 
launched this accusation against Ellen White once 
spent an entire hour in the office of the president of 
his Union Conference, carefully setting forth all of the 
reasons why he should be placed in the presidency of 
a local Conference in that union. (The Union presi- 
dent told me this himself.) We are reminded of an 
earlier disappointed office-seeker who took revenge 
by attacking Ellen White—Elder D. M. Canright. 

This accusation has both an ethical or moral di- 
mension as well as a legal dimension. In regard to 


ethics and morality we inquire, How does God feel 
about truth being copied? 

We may find the answer by listening to the opinion 
of the New Testament specialists that 95 percent of 
the book Of Mark has been copied into Matthew and 
Luke; by comparing the book of Jude with 2 Peter 
chapter two; and by comparing Kings with Chroni- 
cles. We may also observe that the use of the Hebrew 
word "toledoth" in the book of Genesis, where it is 
translated "generations," Indicates that Moses had 
certain written materials before him as he wrote. See 
Genesis 2:4, 5:1, 6:9, 10:1, 11:10, 11:27, et cetera. 

Apparently God, who is the author and owner of 
all truth, does not subscribe to the idea that when 
one human being has stated a truth he thereafter 
owns it, and no other human being can state the 
same truth unless he gives due credit to the first or 
finds some other way to say it. 

As for the laws of man, like all man-made laws, 
they are changeable. It has been proved that Ellen 
White wrote in harmony with the laws and literary 
customs of her time. We need to remember that the 
laws of men are not intended to protect a writer's 
ideas, but rather his pocketbook. The matter is not 
settled by the giving of credit. If you write a book in 
which you quote another writer so freely that people 
start buying your book instead of his, you can be 
sued, even though you gave full credit for every quota- 
tion. Since Ellen White published recommendations 
that the Adventist people buy certain books from 
which she quoted, she can hardly be charged with 
hurting anyone's pocketbook. 

Finally, the inspiration that God gives to His 
prophets involves supervision as well as revelation. 
The things omitted from their writings provide as 
much evidence of the Spirit's guidance as what they 
put in. How did Moses, who was trained in the 
knowledge of the Egyptians, know to leave out of his 
health laws all of Egypt's preposterously superstitious 
ideas? And how did Ellen White leave out of her 
health principles all of the foolishness and medical ig- 
norance of her time? This question is asked by Dr. 
Clive McCay, former professor of nutrition of Cornell 
University: 

"Her basic concepts about the relation between 
diet and health have been verified to an unusual de- 
gree by scientific advances of the past decades. Some- 
one may attempt to explain this remarkable fact by 
saying: 'Mrs. White simply borrowed her ideas from 
others.' But how would she know which ideas to bor- 
row and which to reject out of the nineteenth cen- 
tury? She would have had to be a most amazing per- 
son, with knowledge beyond her times, in order to do 
this successfully!" Clive McCay, Ph.D., A Nutrition 
Authority Discusses Mrs. E. G. White. Reprint of 
three articles appearing in the Review and Herald, 
February 12, 19, 26, 1959. 


THE CLAIM THAT ALL 
UNAUTHORIZED COMPILATIONS 
FROM ELLEN WHITE'S WRITINGS 

SHOULD BE THROWN INTO THE 
(COMPUTER?) TRASH CAN 


This claim leaves us to wonder. Who provides the 
authorization? And why are compilations so threaten- 


ing? We have not yet heard of anyone complaining 
about compilations from the writings of Calvin or 
Luther. Compilations of various kinds are part of our 
life experience and can save us a great deal of time 
and energy. The statement about the human nature of 
Christ in Questions on Doctrine is a very large com- 
pilation of quotations from Ellen White, grievously 
misused. We have not yet heard of any Calvinist com- 
plaining about it, nor yet of consigning it to the trash 
can. 

We suggest that if a person has even a basic work- 
ing knowledge of the Spirit of Prophecy, that person 
will have no difficulty with compilations. A few min- 
utes spent in examination will be enough to deter- 
mine whether context has been violated or quotations 
used improperly. There is no need to peevishly throw 
the baby out with the bath water by condemning com- 
pilations. After all, a Bible study is an "unauthorized" 
compilation. 

'Woe unto them that call evil good, and good evil; 
that put darkness for light, and light for darkness." 
Isaiah 5:20. 

Are the testimonies good or are they evil? What 
has been the influence of the Spirit of Prophecy on 
the church, on its institutions, and on its members? 
Whether we look at the large general picture or 
whether we focus our attention on the details of an 
individual life, we find the same answer to our ques- 
tion. The Testimonies of God's Spirit bring good, not 
evil. Blessings follow the heeding of their counsel. 
Tragedies follow In the wake of unbelief. 

We have seen the sad experiences of a Canright, a 
Conradi, a Kellogg, and a Ford. About an hour's drive 
from Brisbane, Australia, there is a spacious restau- 
rant With a souvenir shop and other tourist attrac- 
tions on a large avocado ranch. The sign in front indi- 
cates that the restaurant is open seven days a of 
week. The menus in the restaurant offer a variety of 
foods, including the unclean. Some of the waiters and 
waitresses, we are told, are young relatives of the 
owner—Robert Brinsmead. To visit the place is to 
come away with an inexpressible sadness. 

We are receiving signals that we must prepare our 
minds for the imminent collapse of our Adventist 
Health Systems, and that our twelve colleges in North 
America may have to be reduced to half that number 
or fewer. Some academies are already closing. 

"Is there no balm in Gilead; is there no physician 
there? why then is not the health of the daughter of 
my people recovered?" Jeremiah 8:22. 

There is a balm in Gilead, a healing influence, sent 
from the divine Physician, the testimonies of God's 
Holy Spirit to His remnant people. Some will accept 
them and be healed; others will not. What will be our 
end? God has given us every gift possible that we may 
be among those who will someday stand on the sea of 
glass. Let us determine today that we will accept His 
precious gifts, given in love, including the Spirit of 
Prophecy, and share these gifts with others. 


THE WEIGHT OF THE 
EVIDENCE 


The Seventh-day Adventist "platform of truth" 
which brought light to a darkened world was formed 


through years of careful and prayerful study of the 
entire Bible. Some Christian groups were discounting 
the Old Testament while professing to accept the New. 
Others were going so far as to discount the four 
gospels and began their reading of the Bible with the 
story of Pentecost in the second chapter of Acts. Nota 
few were discounting the book of Revelation. But our 
pioneers firmly rejected all such manipulative ap- 
proaches to Bible study, and accepted without reser- 
vation the truth affirmed by the apostle Paul in 2 
Timothy 3:16: 

"All scripture is given by Inspiration of God, and is 
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for 
instruction in righteousness." 

The same principle of truth was set forth by God's 
messenger in such statements as these: 

"I take the Bible just as it is, as the Inspired Word. 
I believe its utterances in an entire Bible." The Sev- 
enth-day Adventist Bible Commentary, vol. 7, 945; 
all emphasis supplied. 

"I saw that the Word of God, as a whole, is a per- 
fect chain, one portion linking into and explaining an- 
other." Early Writings, 221. 

This same presupposition contributed directly to 
the next, that conclusions are to be based on the 
weight of the evidence, not on isolated or unclear pas- 
sages. 

"God designs that men shall not decide from im- 
pulse, but from the weight of evidence, carefully com- 
paring scripture with scripture." The Desire of Ages, 
458. 

"God does not propose to remove all occasions for 
unbelief. He gives evidence, which must be carefully 
investigated with a humble, teachable heart; and all 
should decide from the weight of the evidence." Tes- 
timonies, vol. 3, 255. 

"God gives sufficient evidence for the candid mind 
to believe; but He who turns from the weight of evi- 
dence... will be left in the cold chilling atmosphere 
of unbelief and questioning doubts, and will make 
shipwreck of faith." Ibid., vol. 4, 232. 

"God has made ample provision to establish the 
faith of all men, if they will decide from the weight of 
evidence." Ibid., 583-584. 

This procedure in Bible study was in strong con- 
trast to the methods that were commonly employed 
by other religious groups, who passed by the many 
clear and direct scriptures on various points and fas- 
tened their attention on certain passages that were 
obscure or doubtful enough so that they could be in- 
terpreted as desired. This seeking of loopholes in evi- 
dence is termed "loophole logic." This practice was 
especially prevalent In regard to such subjects as the 
Sabbath, the state of the dead, and the biblical rules 
of health. Since the obvious scriptural truth regard- 
ing these subjects was not pleasing, these persons 
diligently sought a way of escaping from the truth by 
utilizing "loophole logic." 

Those of us who have spent years in evangelistic 
work have met many of these people and have be- 
come familiar with their characteristic evasions. 
When those who are interested in our message once 
accept the principle of deciding from the weight of ev- 
idence, they have no further difficulty with this "loop- 
hole logic." They readily recognize it as an attempt to 


evade the truth rather than to clarify the truth. This 
fact may be taken as a basic general principle. Decid- 
ing from the weight of evidence is a characteristic of 
the genuine truth-seeker. Ignoring the weight of evi- 
dence and making use of "loophole logic" is often a 
characteristic of those who are trying to evade truth 
and justify their own wrong course. 

Evasions of truth seem to follow similar patterns. 
In previous chapters we have pointed out the fallacy 
that is sometimes foisted upon us by those who make 
invalid accusations regarding "quotations out of con- 
text." Actually, all quotations are out of (removed 
from) context, else they would not be quotations. The 
real purpose of adding the words "out of context" to 
the word "quotations" is to indicate that the quotation 
has been used in a manner that the original writer 
did not Intend, thus perverting the passage to an Im- 
proper use. 

Some try to confuse and mislead us by asserting 
that quotations are being used out of context Simply 
because they are quotations, even though there has 
been no departure from the intention of the original 
writer. Ellen White is more precise In using the ex- 
pression "statements separated from their proper 
connection" (Manuscript Releases, vol. 5, 154) to de- 
scribe a wrong use of quotations. Others describe 
them as "quotations used in violation of context." 

We have seen that the use of Spirit of Prophecy 
quotations in violation of their context, contrary to 
the obvious intention of the writer, is a characteristic 
of some of the materials being circulated by those 
who are promoting Calvinism among us. A glaring ex- 
ample is found on page 497 of Movement of Destiny. 
Ellen White had written: 

"In taking upon Himself man's nature In its fallen 
condition, Christ did not in the least partake of its 
sin." Signs of the Times, June 9, 1898; Selected 
Messages, book l, 256. 

As we have noted before, the author laid aside the 
first part of this sentence and placed the last part of 
the sentence under a totally contrary paragraph of his 
own, thus producing this construction: 

“Took Sinless Nature of Adam Before Fall... He 
did not in the least participate in its sin.” 

This tactic reverses the intention of the writer and 
causes her to be understood as having said the exact 
opposite of what she actually did say. 

If we are to take the charitable view of such a de- 
parture from procedural integrity and assume that 
the author had no wrong intention but was only con- 
fused as to Ellen White's meaning, it leads to the 
question, How might that confusion have been 
avoided? Answer: By drawing conclusions from the 
weight of the evidence. 

In the twenty-five millions words written by Ellen 
White there is no lack of evidence as to her belief 
about the human nature of Christ. We are not re- 
quired to do any guessing in order to ascertain her 
meaning. 

If we begin with a simple assessment of the evi- 
dence, we find that she expressed her views on this 
subject In writing approximately 400 times. Two con- 
clusions are Immediately apparent: 


A. No further evidence is needed. If we are not 
able to determine a writer's Intention as expressed in 
400 statements, there would be nothing gained by 
supplying us with 4,000. The problem is obviously 
with us, not with the evidence. 

B. If there are statements among the 400 that are 
not immediately clear to us, this problem can be 
readily resolved by comparisons with the other state- 
ments by the same writer. There is no reason to reach 
outside of Ellen White's own writings to engage in 
highly speculative conjectures about the similarity be- 
tween some of her words and the words of another 
writer. And if this procedure is carried to the extent 
of assuming that because Ellen White seems to agree 
with another writer's thinking on a certain point, it 
indicates that she also agreed with that writer on 
other points, we are certainly abandoning sound 
principles of procedure and building on a perilously 
unstable foundation. 


Thus, when church members ask me what I think 
about certain comparisons of Ellen White's writings 
with the writings of Herman Melville, I answer that I 
am comfortable with Herman Melville as Interpreted 
by Ellen White. I am not comfortable with Ellen 
White as interpreted by Herman Melville (or anyone 
else.) There is no need to strain Ellen White's words 
through the thinking of any other writer in order to 
ascertain their meaning. With 400 statements, we 
have all that we could possibly need. By comparing 
one with another and deciding from the weight of evi- 
dence, we may readily comprehend her message and 
her Intention. 

Having then taken assessment of the evidence and 
having concluded that it is fully adequate, we move 
on to analyze the 400 statements themselves. 

Our first observation is that her testimony is re- 
markably consistent. She first went Into print regard- 
ing the human nature of our Lord in the year 1858 in 
the book Spiritual Gifts, vol. 1, 25: 

"Jesus also told [the angels] . . . that He should 
take man's fallen nature, and His strength would not 
be even equal with theirs." 

Fifty-seven years later, a few months before her 
death, she closed her undeviating 400-statement tes- 
timony with this passage in Signs of the Times, 
1/05/15: 

"He made Himself of no reputation, took upon 
Himself the form of a servant, and was made in the 
likeness of sinful flesh. . . . Sinless and exalted by na- 
ture, the Son of God consented to take the habili- 
ments of humanity, to become one with the fallen 
race." The student will observe that Ellen White here 
combines part of Philippians 2:7 with part of Romans 
8:3. 

Between these two statements we find no Indica- 
tion that she ever changed her mind or felt the need 
to modify anything that she had written. The last 
statement is, if anything, more forceful than the first. 

Our next observation is that her testimony is 
scriptural. Like other Adventist writers (who may 
have been following her example), she focused her at- 
tention quite strongly on the statement of Paul in Ro- 
mans 8:3: 


"God sending His own Son in the likeness of sinful 
flesh, and for sin, condemned sin in the flesh." 

She employed Paul's words "in the likeness of sin- 
ful flesh" a total of 28 times. We again point out that 
this provides us with all the material that we need in 
order to ascertain her meaning if we will compare 
passage with passage and decide from the weight of 
evidence. There is no occasion to engage in such spu- 
rious human reasoning as is now being attempted by 
some writers and speakers among us. Our question 
must not be, What can we do with Paul's words? but 
rather, What did she do with Paul's words? 

In her twenty-eight usages of Paul's expression, "in 
the likeness of sinful flesh" we find 15 equivalencies, 
in which she equates "likeness of sinful flesh" with ex- 
pressions of her own. These expressions include "our 
nature" four times; “human nature” three times; "na- 
ture of man" twice; "in all things (points) like His 
brethren" three times. Her emphasis in all of these 
passages using the words "in the likeness of sinful 
flesh" is on similarity, not dissimilarity, as elsewhere 
expressed In statements like these: 

nature... identical to our own. MS 94, 1893. 

He became flesh even as we are. Testimonies, vol. 
8, 286 

He was clothed with a body like ours. Review and 
Herald, 2/05/95. 

bearing the humanity we bear. MS 21, 1895 

bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh. Review 
and Herald, 9/20/98. 

The human nature of Christ was like unto ours. 
MS 42, 1897. 

Next, we observe SIX non-equivalencies in which 
the emphasis is on contrast rather than similarity. In 
these statements we read that the "likeness of sinful 
flesh" made Him different from the angels (three 
times); and different from the unfallen Adam (twice). 
Then there is an Interesting passage in which she 
contrasts ‘flesh" with "sinful flesh": 

“He took our infirmities. He was not only made 
flesh, but he was made in the likeness of sinful 
flesh.” Letter 106, 1896. 

In this same source, Letter 106, 1896, we find an 
inverted equivalency in which she departs from her 
usual practice of setting forth what Jesus was able to 
do in sinful human nature to recommend what we 
can do, by His grace, in sinful human nature. 

‘Just that which you may be He was In human na- 
ture.” Ibid. This thought is also echoed in such other 
passages as: 

"And as Jesus was in human flesh, so God means 
His followers to be." Signs of the Times, April 1, 

1897. 

Finally, among these twenty-eight usages of Paul's 
words, "in the likeness of sinful flesh," we find two ex- 
tremely powerful inclusive equivalencies in which 
Paul's words are equated with more than one of her 
own expressions. In the Signs of the Times, February 
20, 1893, Ellen White wrote: 


“He was to take upon Himself our nature . . . He 
had taken upon Himself the nature of man... made 
in the likeness of sinful flesh . . . one with the fallen 
race.” 


Notice carefully the inclusive equivalencies: Our 
nature equals human nature equals likeness of sin- 


ful flesh equals one with the fallen race. Surely 
these statements should remove all doubt and satisfy 
all questions as to what Ellen White intended us to 
understand from her usage of Paul's words, "in the 
likeness of sinful flesh." And surely this comparison 
should provide us with a convincing demonstration of 
the principle that Ellen White's writings can be suc- 
cessfully understood by comparing them with other 
Ellen White writings, just as the Bible is best inter- 
preted by the Bible. No straining of either through the 
words of another (uninspired) writer is needed. All 
we need to do is decide from the weight of the evi- 
dence. 

On a smaller scale, we may demonstrate the same 
principle by considering this statement: 

"Christ did in reality unite the offending nature of 
man with His own sinless nature." Manuscript 166, 
1898; Manuscript Releases 1238, 3. 

This quotation may give rise to the question, What 
does Ellen White mean by 'His own sinless nature"? Is 
she proposing that Christ had two human natures, 
one sinful and one sinless, one fallen and the other 
unfallen? Hardly. Let us compare two other passages: 

"[Christ] took humanity, uniting the offender with 
His divine nature," The Youth's Instructor, July 29, 
1897. 

"He .. . connected sinful man with His own divine 
nature." Review and Herald, October 16, 1894, 

Obviously, Ellen White intended for us to under- 
stand that His own sinless nature was His divine na- 
ture. There is no need for uncertainty here, if we will 
let Ellen White explain her own writings to us and de- 
cide from the weight of the evidence. 

Neither should there be any uncertainty as to how 
Ellen White viewed the human nature of our Lord as 
compared with the nature of the unfallen Adam. She 
did not neglect this subject. We find among her 400 
statements about the humanity of Jesus a total of 116 
lines in which a comparison is made of Christ with 
the unfallen Adam. Not a single line suggests simi- 
larity. Every sentence emphasizes the difference 
rather than the similarity, contrasting rather than 
comparing. Notice the use of the word contrast in 
this passage: 

"Adam was in the perfection of manhood, the no- 
blest of the Creator's work. He was in the image of 
God, but a little lower than the angels. In what con- 
trast was the second Adam as He entered the gloomy 
wilderness to cope with Satan single-handed. Since 
the fall the race had been decreasing in size and 
physical strength, and sinking lower in the scale of 
moral worth, up to the period of Christ's advent to 
the earth. And in order to elevate fallen man, Christ 
must reach him where he was. He took human na- 
ture, and bore the infirmities and degeneracy of the 
race." The Bible Echo, October 20, 1913. 

It is difficult to understand how anyone could read 
the 116 lines that Ellen White wrote contrasting the 
human nature and situation of our Lord with that of 
the unfallen Adam and insist that she is describing a 
likeness. Yet this practice is not uncommon today. 

It is likely that most of the readers of this chapter 
have The Desire of Ages in their home library. We 
therefore recommend the careful study of Ellen 
White's references to the human nature of our Lord 


on pages 25, 49, 112, 117, 174, 175, 311, and 312 of 
that volume. For further study, we also recommend 
our research volume, The Word Was Made Flesh. 
The record will make it clear that those who are pro- 
moting Calvinism among us today are flying in the 
face of the evidence rather than deciding from its 
weight. 

Ellen White writes that in taking the fallen nature 
of man Christ accepted its liabilities, feebleness, 
weaknesses, degeneracy, wretchedness, ills, suscepti- 
bilities, necessities, and humiliation. The inclusive- 
ness of these descriptions is emphasized by her use 
of the word "all" in such expressions as these: All our 
Infirmities, all our experiences, all our temptations, 
all its attendant ills, all things that pertain to human 
life, in all things like His brethren, and in all points 
like unto His brethren. The single exception is stated 
in these words: 

“On all points except sin, divinity was to touch hu- 
manity.” Review and Herald, January 7, 1904. 

"His human nature . . . was identical to our own." 
Manuscript 94, 1893; Manuscript Releases, vol. 6, 
111. 

"Like every child of Adam, He accepted the results 
of the working of the great law of heredity." The De- 
sire of Ages, 49. 

"Christ declared, No single principle of human na- 
ture will I violate." Manuscript 165, 1899; Manu- 
script Releases, vol. 5, 114. 

The reader will recognize that this chapter is only 
a partial analysis of Ellen White's 400 statements that 
our Lord came 69 to earth in the human nature of 
fallen man. Space will not permit us to carry the anal- 
ysis further in this chapter, but the sampling is typi- 
cal. The more we read, the more the weight of evi- 
dence is increased, especially when it is remembered 
that in all of our research we have not found a single 
statement from her pen that Christ came to earth in 
the human nature of the unfallen Adam, not one. And 
though we offered a reward of $1000 to anyone who 
could produce such a statement from Ellen White's 
writings, the reward has not been claimed. Thus the 
scales of evidence show 400 against nothing. 

How, then, do those who are promoting Calvinism 
among us attempt to build their case? By ignoring the 
weight of the evidence and employing "loophole logic." 
By seeking out passages in Ellen White's writings that 
are sufficiently open so that an interpretation can be 
placed upon them, and announcing this interpreta- 
tion as what Ellen White said. By using quotations in 
gross violation of their context. By ignoring her ap- 
peal that we study her published writings in order to 
know what she believed. Testimonies, vol. 5, 696. By 
searching diligently through her personal letters and 
even her diaries in order to find something that might 
be used to offset the evidence in her published works. 
By pretending that there is something deeply mysteri- 
ous about Ellen White's writings on this subject, 
which makes it impossible to understand her unless 
we strain her words through the writings of other 
writers, some of whom are in the churches of fallen 
Babylon. By making use of the argument ad 
hominem (against the man) and implying that those 
who are accepting the weight of evidence and believ- 
ing that Christ came to earth in the human nature of 


fallen man are persons of meager talent and inferior 
intellect, while those who are promoting Calvinism 
among us represent "the best theological thinking" in 
the Seventh-day Adventist Church. This assertion is 
in spite of the fact that our historic view regarding the 
nature of Christ has been shared by persons of such 
intellectual powers as Karl Barth, J. A. T. Robinson, 
T. F Torrance, Nels F Ferre, C. E. B. Cranfield, 
Harold Roberts, Leslie Newbegin, Rudolf Bultmann, 
Oscar Cullman, and Anders Nygren. See Harry John- 
son, The Humanity of the Savior, London, The Ep- 
worth Press, 1962. 

Those who accept the principle of deciding from 
the weight of evidence will not be misled by any of 
these devices, but will recognize them for what they 
are—desperate attempts to evade the truth. May we 
suggest a careful, thoughtful, and prayerful study of 
these testimonies from Ellen White: 

“Through His humiliation and poverty Christ 
would identify Himself with the weaknesses of the 
fallen race .. . The great work of redemption could be 
carried out only by the Redeemer taking the place of 
fallen Adam... . The King of glory proposed to hum- 
ble Himself to fallen humanity . . . He would take 
man's fallen nature." Review and Herald, vol. 1, 140. 

"Christ took upon Him the infirmities of degener- 
ate humanity. Only thus could He rescue man from 
the lowest depths of degradation." Signs of the 
Times, vol. 4, 271. 

“This was the only way in which fallen men could 
be exalted. . . . It was in the order of God that Christ 
should take upon Himself the form and nature of 
fallen man.” Review and Herald, vol. 1, 119—120. 

"It was necessary for Christ to clothe His divinity 
with humanity. Only thus could He become the Re- 
deemer of the fallen race." Signs of the Times, vol. 4, 
277. 


LEGALISTS, PERFECTIONISTS 
AND RIGHT-WINGERS 


Unflattering accusations, pejorative terms, epi- 
thets, name-calling—these have for ages been the 
weapons of weak argument. Abraham Lincoln is 
credited for the story of a lawyer who, In the midst of 
a trial, passed a note to his associate which read, 
"Our evidence is weak. Skin the defendant." The use 
of the argument “ad homtnem,” against the man, is 
an all too familiar technique of those whose position 
is not well sustained by evidence. It is a long-estab- 
lished principle of discussion and debate that those 
who have evidence will present their evidence, while 
those who do not have evidence will resort to the ar- 
gument "against the man." 

We who have spent years in evangelistic work have 
often become targets of this technique. We have been 
called Jews, legalists, soul-sleepers, cabbage-eaters, 
calamity howlers, and so forth, because of our teach- 
ing of Bible truths that our opponents find difficult to 
disprove with evidence, Likewise, those who are still 
clinging to the principles of our historic faith now 
find a similar technique being used by those who are 
promoting Calvinism among us. Since it is virtually 
impossible for them to meet our evidence with evi- 


dence, we are now being called legalists, perfection- 
ists, right-wingers, traditionalists, et cetera. 

A variation of this argument against the man is the 
statement, “We are under grace,” as if those who keep 
the Sabbath are not under grace; or "We are New Tes- 
tament Christians," as if those who wish to obey all of 
God's commandments are not New Testament Chris- 
tians. The counterpart of this argument is seen in our 
church when those promoting Calvinism say “We are 
evangelicals,” as if those among us who have won 
souls to Christ by outreach and evangelistic endeav- 
ors are not evangelicals. 

However, we should not let these accusations 
cause us to retreat into an attitude of defensiveness. 
We can well afford to analyze and examine them, with 
no apprehension that they might contain injurious 
truth. We can simply ask the question, "What do these 
accusations mean?" This question, in itself, will prove 
to be an adequate defense against them. 


LEGALISM 


Definitions of the term "legalism" may be found in 
standard dictionaries, as follows: 

"In theology, the doctrine of salvation by good 
works." Webster's New World Dictionary. 

"In theology, the doctrine of salvation by works, or 
strict adherence to a religious code, rather than by 
grace." Reader's Digest Great Encyclopedic Dictio- 
nary. 

We pause to note that Christ has no place at all in 
such a doctrine of salvation as is pictured here. We 
compare it with a Spirit of Prophecy definition: 

"The spirit of bondage is engendered by seeking to 
live in accordance with legal religion, through striving 
to fulfill the claims of the law in our own strength." 
The Seventh-day Adventist Bible Commentary, vol. 
6, 1077. 

Again we observe the Christless characteristic of 
legalism, indicated by the words ‘fin our own 
strength." The classic scriptural treatment of this 
condition is found in Romans 7, where the apostle 
Paul, who had once been a legalist, describes with ac- 
curacy the futile struggles against evil within and evil 
Without which are the experience of one who tries to 
perform the will of God with no assistance from the 
Son of God. Paul sums it up in verse 25: 

"1 myself," in Greek ego autos, which means "I 
alone" (Larson); "1 left to myself" (Moffatt); "I, thrown 
on my own resources" (Arndt and Gingrich); "with my 
mind... serve the law of God; but with the flesh the 
law of sin." 

I alone, left to myself, thrown on my own re- 
sources, striving to keep God's law in human 
strength, with no help from Christ—this is legalism. 
That the meaning of the term has been so understood 
for centuries is witnessed by the dictionaries which 
have reported, in the above definitions, how the word 
has been used in theology. 

Certain truths are immediately apparent. First, le- 
galism does not apply to one commandment any 
more or less than to any other commandment. To 
strive to obey any of God's commandments in one's 
own strength, without Christ, is legalism. Those who 
would describe a person who worships on Sabbath 
as a legalist, but maintain that one who performs the 


same acts of worship on Sunday is not a legalist are 
Incorrect. 

Second, legalism is not an act. It is an attitude. 
One who attempts to control his tongue, relying on 
his own strength, is a legalist. One who attempts to 
do the same thing, relying on Christ, is not a legalist. 
The difference is in the attitude, not in the act. Note 
how clearly this principle is established in Paul's alle- 
gory in Galatians 4:22-23: 

"For it is written, that Abraham had two sons, the 
one by a bondmaid, the other by a free woman. But 
he who was of the bondwoman was born after the 
flesh; but he of the free woman was by promise." 
There was no difference between the act of Abraham 
in has relation with Sarah and the act of Abraham in 
his relation with Hagar. The two acts were identical. 
The difference was in the attitude, not in the act. One 
was an act performed in faith and reliance upon the 
promise of God. The other was an act performed in 
self-reliance, which is legalism. Legalism is an atti- 
tude, not an act. 

The same act performed by two different persons 
may be either legalistic or Christian, depending on 
the attitude; and the same act performed by a single 
person at two different times may be either legalistic 
or Christian, depending on the attitude. 

It follows that no act of man can be defined as le- 
galistic by a human observer unless it is openly con- 
fessed to be a Christless, self-reliant act. Legalism is 
an attitude, and attitudes are within the heart, where 
they cannot be read with accuracy by human eyes. 
How inappropriate, then, for any Christian to pro- 
nounce judgment on another Christian and call him 
or her a legalist, thus claiming the divine power to 
read and judge human hearts. Let all such persons 
consider whether they are manifesting the attitude of 
Satan himself, "I will be like the most High," Isaiah 
14:14. 

And let all of us consider that we human beings 
are not even as expert at reading our own hearts as 
we might be. If there is any possibility at all of our be- 
coming involved in legalism, it is here In what might 
be called an unconscious or unintentional legalism. 
In forty-five years of ministry among the Adventist 
people I do not believe that I have met a single church 
member who would answer 'Yes," to the question, "Do 
you believe that it is possible to perform God's will 
successfully without any help from Christ?" I am con- 
fident that every church member whom I have met, 
either here or in the mission field, would promptly 
answer that question with a firm "No" 

But it is not impossible for a Christian to hold this 
truth without effectively practicing it. Through care- 
lessness in the personal relationship with Christ one 
may be deprived of the strength of Christ without re- 
alizing it, and thus become unsuccessful in the Chris- 
tian life. Against this type of inadvertent legalism we 
should all be on guard. We should keep our hearts 
diligently and analyze our attitudes carefully, making 
it our determined purpose never to let ourselves be 
separated from the strength of Christ. 

But this legalism is altogether different from the 
type that the Calvinist has in mind when he accuses 
historic Seventh-day Adventists of being legalists. The 
Calvinist has turned from the historical definition of 


legal religion as "salvation by works," an attempt to 
perform God's will and to overcome temptation in 
one's own strength. He puts in its place his own 
Calvinistic definition that legalism is any attempt at 
all, by any means whatsoever, to perform God's will. 
He maintains that victorious Christian living is sim- 
ply not possible, even through the power of Christ. 

This belief leads to the ludicrous conclusion that 
"legalists" may be identified by their fervent desire to 
live unsullied lives, and through the grace of Christ to 
be truly Christlike in character and in performance of 
God's will. By this Incredibly twisted reasoning high 
standards of Christian living would indicate legalism, 
while low standards would be indicators of true 
Christianity. Such confusion as this was exhibited by 
the college professor whom I heard tell his students, 
"I eat just enough meat to avoid being a legalist." With 
equal logic one might say, "I break the Sabbath just 
enough to avoid being a legalist," or "I commit adul- 
tery just enough to avoid being a legalist." 

Do high standards indicate legalism, and do low 
standards indicate true Christianity? Yes, to one who 
is desperately confused. No, to the Bible-believing 
Christian who remembers lJohn 2:6: "He that saith 
he abideth in him ought himself also so to walk, even 
as he walked." 

To God's special messenger to the commandment- 
keeping remnant church, who bore witness to the 
saving and keeping power of God no fewer than 4500 
times, the answer to the above question isa most em- 
phatic No! Here is a representative sampling of her 
testimony: 

'To human beings striving for conformity to the di- 
vine image, there is imparted an outlay of heavenly 
treasures, an excellency of power, that will place them 
higher than even the angels who have never sinned." 
Signs of the Times, vol. 4, 243. 

'There is a reservoir of power at our command, 
and we are not to remain in the dark, cold, sunless 
cave of unbelief; or we shall not catch the bright 
beams of the Sun of Righteousness. To be a Christian 
requires more than a profession of faith. There must 
be an earnest effort to conquer through the grace 
freely given of God." Review and Herald, vol. 3, 14. 

"Christ's death and resurrection have opened be- 
fore every soul an unlimited source of power from 
which to draw. This power will enable you to over- 
come the most objectionable traits in your character. 
God's supply of grace is awaiting the demand of every 
sin-sick soul. It will heal every spiritual disease. By it 
hearts may be cleansed from all defilement. It is the 
gospel remedy for the curse of sin. It unites human 
beings with Christ in the performance of good works, 
enabling them to run in the path of obedience, repre- 
senting to the world the meekness and lowliness they 
have learned from the Saviour." Ibid., vol. 4, 349. 

"God has power in reserve for us. Those who are 
reaching out for help, exercising faith in Jesus, will 
receive it. Divine power will co-operate with human 
effort. Brethren, the gates are open, and the glory of 
God is shining for every soul who looks to Heaven in 
times of trial and perplexity." Signs of the Times, vol. 
2, 307. 

Unfortunately, very loose definitions of the term 
"legalism" are being commonly employed in our time. 


Some among us do not hesitate to apply the term as 
an epithet to anyone whose lifestyle or theology is dif- 
ferent from theirs. But we must remember that the 
term is properly defined in the Spirit of Prophecy and 
in the dictionary as reported above. 


PERFECTIONISM 


The doctrine of perfectionism has been and still is 
an overreaction against the errors of Calvinism. Many 
Christians have observed the baleful effects on per- 
sons and on society that are produced by the Calvin- 
istic doctrine that it is impossible, even through the 
power of Christ, for any one to stop sinning. They 
have turned from this false doctrine of "justification 
only," and endeavored to give the Bible doctrine of 
sanctification its proper place in the plan of salvation. 
We sympathize with them and appreciate their con- 
cerns, but unfortunately some of them have overre- 
acted and have gone too far. Even John Wesley ac- 
cepted the idea that by a second work of grace which 
might occur some time after conversion, a Christian 
might become instantly and permanently sanctified. 
He called this the attainment of "perfect love." Yet 
Wesley never claimed to have had the experience him- 
self, nor did John Fletcher or Francis Asbury, two of 
his leading co-workers. 

Probably the most influential school of perfection- 
ism that the world has seen was developed at Oberlin 
College in Ohio under the leadership of Charles 
Finney, Asa T. Mahon, and their associates. Under 
their ministries the doctrine was more fully devel- 
oped than by earlier perfectionists. It is for this rea- 
son that we have waited until now before introducing 
a definition. Their full-grown doctrine of perfection- 
ism had five parts: 


1. Victorious Christian living, perfection of charac- 
ter through the power of Christ, is possible and at- 
tainable. 

2. This perfection of Christian character may oc- 
cur In a moment of time, instant sanctification, 

3. When instant sanctification has occurred, the 
Christian will be aware of it, and can testify to the 
world that he or she has become sinless. 

These three basic parts of the doctrine were held 
by most, if not all, perfectionists. The reader will rec- 
ognize that Ellen White, though an apostle of power, 
accepted only the first of these three propositions and 
firmly rejected the other two. At Oberlin two more 
propositions were added: 

4. The doctrine of the simplicity of moral action. 
According to this doctrine, every act of life, however 
large or small, is in itself either totally sinless or to- 
tally sinful, and the person who is performing any act 
of life, large or small, is likewise either totally sinless 
or totally sinful. There is no security in Christ, no 
covering robe of righteousness by faith, but only a 
never-ending anxiety over one's spiritual condition. 
To partially offset the discouragement of this grim 
doctrine, a fifth was added: 

5. The doctrine of the assured providence of God. 
This doctrine taught that God would never let any 
Christian who had sinned be taken by death without 
giving him or her time and opportunity to repent. 


Ellen White, though protesting strongly against the 
errors of Calvinism, never became involved in any of 
these overreactions. Thus, to call her a perfectionist, 
or to call those who accept her writings as the testi- 
monies of the Holy Spirit to God's people, perfection- 
ists, is to badly misapply the term. Space here does 
not permit us to present all of her strong arguments 
against the errors of perfectionism, but they will be 
found in our book, Tell of His Power. 


RIGHT-WINGERS 


This term is the language of politics, not religion. 
The politician who respects no standard of right and 
wrong places the words "right" and 'left" in place of 
the words "right" and "wrong," and separates people 
into categories, or voting blocks, according to their 
attitudes toward various topics. He estimates that a 
certain number of voters hold views to the right or 
left of what he sees as a central position (probably his 
own position). To the politician, the words "right" and 
"left" have nothing to do with correctness or moral 
rectitude. These words simply indicate to the politi- 
cian what language he should use and what promises 
or concessions he should make to each group in or- 
der to gain their political support, their votes. 

The church leader who carries this concept into 
his relationships with church members is displaying 
the same cynical, amoral attitude as the politician. He 
does not concern himself with what is morally or the- 
ologically right or wrong, but only with the pragmatic 
question of how to win or hold the support of the dif- 
ferent segments of his constituency. Thus he regards 
groups in his Conference whose theology is incorrect 
as people to whom certain concessions must be 
made, rather than people who need to be led to a 
more correct theology. 

This attitude is very far from that of the true shep- 
herd of the sheep who would make no concessions In 
sacrifice of truth or principles for the sake of popu- 
larity. And he would never take the basely cynical atti- 
tude that he need not worry about disappointing or 
offending the "conservatives," because he considers, 
as I heard one administrator say, "Even if they are of- 
fended by what we do, they won't give us any serious 
trouble." 

The true spiritual leader will consider it his duty 
to bear witness to the truth of God in any and all cir- 
cumstances, regardless of the effect it may have on 
his political advancement. He stands for principle, 
not for policy, placing the approval of God above the 
approval of men. To stay in office is not his highest 
goal, but rather to stay in a right relationship with his 
God. He is prepared at all times to "stand for the 
right though the heavens fall." Education, 57. 

On the other hand, if the Conference president 
who is primarily a politician finds division of thought 
in a church or churches in his Conference, he does 
not ask the question, "Who is holding to the truth of 
God?" Rather, he asks, "Who has the most influence 
and the most money? Who will give me the most trou- 
ble if I disagree with them?" Such administrators are 
called "menpleasers" in the Spirit of Prophecy, and 
they are not applauded. 


Those who would apply these political attitudes to 
the theological divisions that are threatening our 
church's unity today are not only cynically pragmatic, 
they are also far out of harmony with the facts and 
need to consider the realities of the situation. Even a 
cursory examination of the historical records will re- 
veal that most of those who are being called "right- 
wingers" today have not deviated a single hair's 
breadth to the right of the positions generally held by 
all Seventh-day Adventists until the book Questions 
on Doctrine was published in 1957. 

There is no scarcity of evidence on this point. One 
need only look at the publications and the teaching 
materials in use until the 1960s to establish this fact, 
Such materials include the Review and Herald and 
Signs of the Times articles, school textbooks and syl- 
labi, the various Bible study guides being circulated 
by the Voice of Prophecy and other agencies, and even 
the The Seventh-day Adventist Bible Commentary. 
In none of these will be found any trace of the Calvin- 
istic doctrine that it is not possible, by any means, for 
Christians to stop sinning. 

If the reader lacks the time for such research, we 
recommend the book, By Faith Alone by Norval 
Pease. In its final chapters Dr. Pease has provided a 
representative sampling of the Adventist literature of 
our pre-Calvinistic years. In their treatment of the 
subject of righteousness by faith, all of the authors 
quoted by Pease affirm strongly the principle of victo- 
rious Christian living through the power of Christ. 

But many of those who have wandered far to the 
"left," as it were, from this straight pathway of histori- 
cal truth into the false doctrines of Calvinism, are 
now looking back at the church members who are re- 
fusing to follow them in their deviation and calling 
them "right-wingers." "You have moved from _ the 
straight pathway to the right," is the charge. 

It is difficult to Imagine a greater misinterpretation 
of the facts. Those of us who are called "right- 
wingers" insist we have not moved to the right. We are 
continuing in a straight, undeviating course from 
which the Calvinists have departed far to the left. Let 
us do all that we can to call them back, but let us 
never permit ourselves to be upset or deceived by 
these false accusations. 


TRADITIONALISTS 


The use of this term to describe the Seventh-day 
Adventists who are trying to cling to the principles of 
their historic faith is a propaganda trick, some feel, 
that may well have been conceived in the mind of Sa- 
tan himself. The call to turn away from the traditions 
of men to the pure Word of God has been a central 
and consistent theme in all Seventh-day Adventist 
soul-winning endeavors. Our pioneers set the exam- 
ple by rejecting tradition-supported Sunday obser- 
vances and accepting Scripture-supported Sabbath 
observance. Those who have accepted the Seventh- 
day Adventist message have made a conscious and 
deliberate decision to live by the Scriptures and not 
by tradition. They have done so because they could 
see that not a single doctrine held by Seventh-day Ad- 
ventists is based on tradition. 

But the Calvinists among us would change the def- 
inition of this term, just as they would change the def- 


inition of the term "legalism." Instead of properly 
defining tradition as a teaching of men not supported 
by the Scriptures, they are applying the term to Bible 
doctrines that have been held by others before us. 
Thus, they apparently hope to redirect our strong 
mindset against tradition, and turn that force against 
the very Bible doctrines that have made us a people. 

A Bible truth is not a tradition of man and cannot 
be made so by the passing of time. Age does not 
change truth into error, nor does it change Scripture 
to tradition. We are not "traditional Adventists" be- 
cause we hold firmly to the principles of Bible truth 
studied out by our pioneers, truths that have not 
been made void by time or trial. If a descriptive term 
is needed to distinguish us from the Calvinists among 
us, then let us be known as “historical Adventists” 
and not "traditionalists." And let the Calvinists among 
us not attempt to hide behind the term "evangelicals," 
but frankly and straightforwardly identify themselves 
as what they really are—Calvinists. 

We recognize, of course, that those described as 
"the Calvinists among us" have not at this point em- 
braced all of the false doctrines of Calvinism, such as 
predestination, et cetera. They have, however, em- 
braced several important doctrines of Calvinism in- 
compatible with vitally important doctrines of Adven- 
tist historic faith. 

In summary, let us remember the common princi- 
ple of discussion and debate: those who have evi- 
dence will present their evidence. Those who do not 
have evidence will resort to the argument ad 
hominem against the man. Let us rejoice that our 
cause is sustained by evidence and not by false accu- 
sations, pejorative terms, epithets, and name-calling. 
Truth has no need of such defenses. And let us re- 
member the words of Jesus: 

"Blessed are ye, when men shall revile you, and 
persecute you, and shall say all manner of evil 
against you falsely, for my sake. Rejoice, and be ex- 
ceeding glad: for great is your reward In heaven: for 
so persecuted they the prophets which were before 
you." Matthew 5:11—12. 


THE NEW DUALISM 
WHAT IS DUALISM? 


You may not have heard the term dualism used re- 
cently, especially if you grew up in the Seventh-day 
Adventist Church, which rejected this false doctrine 
long ago. But dualism has been one of the most pow- 
erful formative forces in Christian theology and is ex- 
periencing a surprising resurgence In our own church 
today. 

The word dual, of course, is not unfamiliar. We 
recognize that it indicates two of something. Two of 
what, in theology? Let us begin with a dictionary defi- 
nition, which happens to be dual (twofold) itself: 


A. "(In theology) the doctrine that there are two 
mutually antagonistic principles in the universe, good 
and evil." Webster’s New World Dictionary. 

With this general definition we would probably 
have no problem. We would think that we see this 
principle demonstrated in the great controversy be- 


tween Christ and Satan. But there is another part to 
the definition: 

B. “The doctrine that man has two natures, physi- 
cal and spiritual.” Ibid. 

You might still find yourself asking, What is the 
problem? Do we not speak of body and soul? 
Granted. If the matter rested there, we might see 
nothing in the doctrine of dualism to concern us. But 
the matter does not rest there. It goes a step further, 
a very significant step, in what is called Greek dual- 
ism. The contribution of the Greek philosophers to 
the doctrine that man has two natures, one physical 
and one spiritual, was to add with great emphasis 
that the physical nature of man is evil, and the spiri- 
tual nature of man is not evil, but good. Thus, body 
and soul are mutually antagonistic to each other. 

There were many voices in Greek poetry and phi- 
losophy and much disagreement from the time of 
Homer (ninth century B.C.) until the fifth century 
B.C. ushered in the age of the great systematic 
philosophers, Socrates, Plato, and Aristotle. Of these 
three, Plato was the strongest champion of the idea 
that human souls are immortal, and that they dwell 
in human bodies only during their sojourn on earth. 
It followed that the soul was good, even a partaker of 
divinity, though Plato's concept of divinity as holy and 
sinless does not parallel ours. But the body, he 
taught, was a partaker of the physical and so shares 
in the evil that pervades all physical things. 

This doctrine led to the concept that such physical 
things as the chair on which you are sitting is not the 
ideal, the real chair. The real chair is that spiritual 
concept, the idea of a chair, that was formed in the 
mind of the person who purposed to make the chair. 
The chair in which you sit is, at best, only a poor ap- 
proximation of the ideal and necessarily partakes of 
the evil that is in all matter. See Schaff’s Religious 
Encyclopedia, vol. 4, 88—91. 

These ideas spread, not because of any appeal to 
authority such as the Scriptures that are referred to 
by Christians, but because of the eloquence and per- 
suasive ability of their teachers, plus their appeal to 
the carnal mind. Plato was supremely articulate and 
eloquent, and his teaching that faults in the human 
character need not be dealt with in this life but could 
be worked out in the after life, has a strong and uni- 
versal appeal to carnal minds. 

To sum up, those who followed the thinking of 
Plato believed that the spiritual nature of man, the 
soul, was both immortal and good, whereas the phys- 
ical nature, the body, was both mortal and evil. This 
concept is what is called Greek dualism. It saw the 
body and soul as mutual antagonists which could not 
both flourish and prosper at the same time. One had 
to be weakened in order for the other to be strong. 

Through the Influence of such early church fathers 
as Origen and Augustine, this Greek dualism made 
its way into the Roman Catholic Church, where it 
quickly found expression in various attempts to af- 
flict, deprive, and punish the body for the good of the 
soul. Fasting to the point of near starvation, the wear- 
ing of chains or hair shirts, flagellation, the practice 
of celibacy, and penances of all kinds and descrip- 
tions were born of this Greek-Roman-Catholic doc- 
trine of dualism that we all have two human natures, 


and that the more we deprive and afflict the body, the 
more the soul may be expected to rise to new levels of 
felicity and virtue. 

Thus matters stood until the Reformation. Calvin 
and Luther, though not able to work themselves free 
from the immortal-soul concept, did reject the idea of 
afflicting the body for the good of the soul. This bene- 
fit might be called negative in that unwholesome prac- 
tices of self-affliction were laid aside. 

It remained for the pioneers of our church, led by 
the Spirit of God, to move from the negative to the 
positive, and affirm that the health of the body con- 
tributes positively and effectively to the health of the 
soul. Thus, our pioneers took a position at the great- 
est possible distance from Greek-Roman-Catholic du- 
alism. They firmly rejected the idea that the soul is 
immortal, and that it can exist separately apart from 
the body. Their study of the Scriptures brought them 
to the conclusion that man is a whole, an inseparable 
unity of body and soul, and that the two are so inti- 
mately related that the prosperity of one is greatly af- 
fected by the prosperity of the other. Thus, man does 
not have two human natures, but a single human na- 
ture in which the two components are not antago- 
nists, but allies. 

They were led to these conclusions by such scrip- 
tures as these: 

"Beloved, I wish above all things that thou mayest 
prosper and be in health, even as thy soul pros- 
pereth." 3 John 2. 

"Know ye not that ye are the temple of God, and 
that the Spirit of God dwelleth in you? If any man de- 
file the temple of God, him shall God destroy; for the 
temple of God is holy, which temple ye are." I 
Corinthians 3:16-17. 

"What? know ye not that your body is the temple of 
the Holy Ghost which is in you, which ye have of God, 
and ye are not your own? For ye are bought with a 
price: therefore glorify God in your body, and in your 
spirit, which are God's." I Corinthians 6:19-20 

“Whether therefore ye eat, or drink, or whatsoever 
ye do, do all to the glory of God.” I Corinthians 10:31. 

"And whether one member suffer, all the members 
suffer with it; or one member be honored, all the 
members rejoice with it." 1 Corinthians 12:26. 

"According to my earnest expectation and my 
hope, that in nothing I shall be ashamed, but that 
with all boldness, as always, so now also Christ shall 
be magnified in my body, whether it be by life, or by 
death." Philippians 1:20. 

"Who shall change our vile body, that it may be 
fashioned like unto his glorious body, according to 
the working whereby he is able even to subdue all 
things unto himself." Philippians 3:21. 

"And the very God of peace sanctify you wholly; 
and I pray God your whole spirit and soul and body 
be preserved blameless unto the coming of our Lord 
Jesus Christ." 1 Thessalonians 5:23. 

These studies led our pioneers to the conclusion 
that the health laws of Scripture were given by the 
God of love, and were intended to make and keep 
God's people the healthiest and happiest on earth. 
Our own Seventh-day Adventist health reform mes- 
sage was born with the same goals in view. As steadily 
increasing and progressing light came to the Adven- 


tist people from the Lord, they were led away from 
the use of poisonous drugs toward the use of healing 
methods that would in no way injure the body. They 
were led to lay aside alcohol, tobacco, coffee, and tea, 
and the flesh foods that are classified as "unclean" in 
the Scriptures. They were eventually encouraged to 
discontinue the use of all flesh foods and follow as 
closely as possible the Edenic diet. 

It is now clear that enormous health benefits have 
resulted from following this program, but that was 
not its only purpose. The concept of the Intimate co- 
relation between soul and body, the exact opposite of 
Greek-Roman-Catholic dualism, which sees them as 
antagonists, was the overarching principle in this 
health-reform message. 

God's appointed messenger placed before us 
truths in regard to the interdependency of the spiri- 
tual, mental, and physical that were to be recognized 
much later by medical researchers and given the 
name "psychosomatic medicine." 

"In His written Word and in the great book of na- 
ture He has revealed the principles of life. It is our 
work to obtain a knowledge of these principles, and 
by obedience to co-operate with Him in restoring 
health to the body as well as to the soul. . . . The love 
which Christ diffuses through the whole being is a vi- 
talizing power. Every vital part—he brain, the heart, 
the nerves—it touches with healing." The Ministry of 
Healing, 115. 

"Gratitude and trust open the heart to the healing 
power of God, the energies of the whole being are vi- 
talized, and the life forces triumph." Ibid, 119. 

“The poisons contained in many so-called reme- 
dies create habits and appetites that mean ruin to 
both soul and body. . . . But in the end it will be 
found that nature, untrammeled, does her work 
wisely and well. Those who persevere in obedience to 
her laws will reap the reward in health of body and 
health of mind.” Ibid., 127. 

"All need to become acquainted with that most 
wonderful of all organisms, the human body. They 
should understand the functions of the various or- 
gans and the dependence of one upon another for the 
healthy action of all. They should study the influence 
of the mind upon the body, and of the body upon the 
mind, and the laws by which they are governed... . 
Whatever injures the health, not only lessens physical 
vigor, but tends to weaken the mental and moral pow- 
ers, Indulgence in any unhealthful practice makes it 
more difficult for one to discriminate between right 
and wrong, and hence more difficult to resist evil." 
Ibid., 128. 

“The body is the only medium through which the 
mind and the soul are developed for the upbuilding 
of character.” Ibid., 130. 

“The mind strengthens under the correct treat- 
ment of the physical and mental powers.” Ibid., 309. 

"A disordered stomach produces a disordered, un- 
certain state of mind. Often it causes irritability, 
harshness, or injustice. Many a plan that would have 
been a blessing to the world has been set aside, many 
unjust, oppressive, even cruel measures have been 
carried, as the result of diseased conditions due to 
wrong habits of eating." Ibid., 310. 


Just as the health of the body contributes to the 
well-being of the soul, so the well-being of the soul 
contributes to the health of the body, and the two are 
closely related allies, not antagonists. Whatever af- 
fects one affects the other. Theirs is a relationship so 
close and so interwoven that it would be impossible 
to think of one being separate from the other and un- 
affected by what happens to the other. Such a notion 
as that thousands of years of deterioration in the hu- 
man race affected Christ's physical nature without 
having any effect on His spiritual nature could never 
be harmonized with this Seventh-day Adventist phi- 
losophy of health. 

Yet, as we have previously stated, Greek-Roman- 
Catholic dualism is now being introduced into the 
Seventh-day Adventist Church, creating a new doc- 
trine of Adventist dualism. How could it happen? 

There is an ancient proverb that the telling of one 
untruth is likely to require the telling of other un- 
truths. That is what is happening today. The first 
tragic untruth appeared among us with the publica- 
tion of the book Questions on Doctrine in 1957. As 
has been pointed out, this book and its promotional 
material represented to the world that Seventh-day 
Adventists had always believed that our Lord had 
come to earth in the human nature of the unfallen 
Adam. Careful and thoroughly documented research 
has now brought to light 1200 statements from our 
historical records affirming the opposite to be true, 
that our Lord came in the human nature of fallen 
man. Four hundred of these statements were from 
the inspired pen of Ellen White. 

Thus a choice was required of us. We must either 
correct the misrepresentation and set the matter 
straight, or find some way to defend the misrepresen- 
tation. That is why a second untruth is now being ad- 
vanced in defense of the first untruth. The problem 
now encountered is the mass of evidence from the 
pen of Ellen White, 400 statements in all, that our 
Lord had a human nature like ours, and not like that 
of the unfallen Adam. The Adventist people have be- 
lieved, and it was even written in the new doctrinal 
statement, Seventh-day Adventists Believe, that her 
writings are inspired and authoritative. 

What can be done? Apparently it has been decided 
by some among us to revive the old Greek-Roman- 
Catholic dualism and to announce that Jesus actually 
had two human natures, one fallen and the other un- 
fallen. 

This is the new Adventist dualism, a total repudia- 
tion of the principle of the unity of body and soul that 
has been held by our church until now. To make mat- 
ters worse, it is now being claimed that it is the true 
meaning of the 400 statements by Ellen White about 
the fallen human nature of our Lord. 

But this unfortunate maneuver has created far 
more problems that it has solved. Unless we are to 
conceive of a Christ who is altogether unlike us, con- 
trary to all that we learn from the inspired sources, 
we will have to take the position that all of us are the 
unhappy possessors of two antagonistic and compet- 
ing human natures. We need only glance back over 
our shoulders at the results of this wretched doctrine 
during the Dark Ages to see where such a teaching is 
likely to lead us. 


We must remember that the argument that was ad- 
vanced against our belief that Christ had a fallen hu- 
man nature was that to possess such a nature would 
have brought Him under the condemnation of God. If 
this be true, the condemnation must rest upon a 
fallen human nature of any proportion. Reducing it 
from one hundred percent to fifty percent would ac- 
complish nothing. If God condemns fallen human na- 
tures, He condemns them all, regardless of their size. 
We would gain nothing by saying that the human na- 
ture of Christ was only partly under the condemna- 
tion of God. If our spiritual natures are fallen, but His 
was not, how can it be said that He was in all things 
tempted as we are? See Hebrews 4:15. 

As for the testimony of Ellen White on this subject, 
we observe: 


1. The records of history do not reveal that any- 
one, either among her friends or her foes, understood 
the intention Of her 400 statements to be that only 
the physical nature of Christ was fallen, before the 
book Questions on Doctrine was published in 1957. 
To so represent them requires a manipulation and 
wresting of evidence no less unconscionable than that 
which appears in Questions on Doctrine. 

2. The entire tenor of Ellen White's writings is op- 
posed to Greek-Roman-Catholic dualism in any form. 
She was a pioneer teacher and champion of the truth 
that man is an entire being, a unity, a whole, and that 
as such an entire being he will be either saved or lost. 

3. We find that the concept that only the body of 
Christ was fallen specifically rejected in such state- 
ments as these: 

"He was not only made flesh, but He was made in 
the likeness of sinful flesh." The Seventh-day Adven- 
tist Bible Commentary, vol. 5, 1124. 

"His human nature was .. . identical with our own. 
A human body and a human mind were His." Se- 
lected Messages, book 3, 129. 

"He was made like unto His brethren, with the 
same susceptibilities, mental, and physical." Review 
and Herald, vol. 1, 505. 

"It was in the order of God that Christ should take 
upon Himself the form and nature of fallen man." 
Ibid., 119—120. 


Is there anything to be gained by a return to the 
ancient teaching of the Greek dualism that had such 
a baleful effect upon the Roman Catholic Church of 
the Middle Ages? Not a thing, unless we admire 
celibacy, self-flagellation, and a host of other practices 
of self-abnegation in which the body is afflicted for 
the good of the soul. Why, then, are some among us 
urging that we turn our backs toward the light and 
embrace darkness? 

Efforts to accomplish this change are simply a 
demonstration of the principle that the telling of one 
untruth requires the telling of other untruths. Having 
published the historically false statement that we had 
always believed that Christ came to earth in the hu- 
man nature of the unfallen Adam, and now being con- 
fronted with a mountainous mass of evidence that the 
opposite was actually true, we have to choose be- 
tween admitting the error and correcting it or defi- 
antly defending the error. The unfortunate results of 
those who have made the latter choice are now before 


us in the bewilderment and confusion that is spread- 
ing among our members, 

A few years ago I sat in the Sabbath School of the 
Asian Adventist Seminary where I was serving as a 
department chairman and listened to a fellow profes- 
sor complain from the pulpit: 

"1 have the hardest time trying to make my stu- 
dents understand that the human nature of Christ 
was both fallen and unfallen." 

My sympathies were with the students then and 
are with the church members now. Another professor 
at the same seminary, having compared our research 
report with Questions on Doctrine, said to me, "I was 
brought up on Questions on Doctrine. I was puzzled 
by the mental gymnastics that it forced me to go 
through, but I didn't know that there was anything 
else. Your research may turn the church around on 
this subject." 

Will this actually happen? At this point there is not 
much encouragement. We can only hope and pray, 
and make sure that we ourselves are not caught up In 
apostasy. May God help us, each one, to study His 
Word, rightly dividing the Word of truth. 


IS SEPARATION THE 
SOLUTION? 


In a word, No. We do not Wish to appear unsympa- 
thetic with the many church members who are trying 
to cling to the pure principles of our historic faith, in 
spite of the hostility manifested toward them In some 
places. It may be that the issue is most keenly felt by 
the parents who struggle, sometimes on a weekly ba- 
sis, with the problem of helping their children to un- 
derstand what is truth and what is error in the teach- 
ings that are presented to them on Sabbath morning. 
More challenging still is the task of explaining to the 
children why the teaching of error on Sabbath morn- 
ing is tolerated. 

It cannot be denied that this is a desperately diffi- 
cult problem, and our sympathies are strongly with 
every faithful church member who is valiantly endeav- 
oring to hold to our pillars of truth in the face of fear- 
ful odds. Yet, we must believe the Spirit of Prophecy 
assurances that God is in control, that He will purge 
the church in His own wise way, and that separation 
from the church is not the divinely approved solution 
to the problem. 

Jesus and His followers did not leave the Jewish 
church until they were finally thrust out of it. And in 
spite of the prevailing apostasy among the leaders of 
Israel, Jesus nevertheless stated firmly to the Samari- 
tan woman at the well: "Salvation is of the Jews." 
John 4:22. He obviously was not wanting her to un- 
derstand that salvation would come to her through 
imitating the attitudes of the apostate Jewish leaders. 
He was rather reminding her of the truth that was to 
be written later by the apostle Paul: "What advantage 
then hath the Jew? , Much every way: chiefly, because 
that unto them were committed the oracles of God, 
For what if some did not believe? Shall their unbelief 
make the faith of God without effect? God forbid." 
Romans 3:14. 

It is clear that God's last warning message to the 
dying world was committed to the remnant church, 


the people who did not refuse to "keep the command- 
ments of God" and the "testimony of Jesus Christ." 
Revelation 12:17. It is equally clear that we have been 
forewarned that some members of the remnant 
church would prove to be unfaithful to, and unworthy 
of, their sacred trust. But shall this apostasy "make 
the faith of God without effect"? Certainly not. The 
truth will stand, and a goodly portion of the remnant 
church will stand with it, undeceived, unmoved, un- 
terrified by their adversaries. They will experience to 
the fullest extent the positive responses to negative in- 
fluences that are recommended in Testimonies, vol. 
5, 136: “To stand in defense of truth and righteous- 
ness when the majority forsake us, to fight the battles 
of the Lord when champions are few—this will be our 
test. At this time we must gather warmth from the 
coldness of others, courage from their cowardice, and 
loyalty from their treason.” Discouragements might 
overwhelm us if it were not that the details of the 
great apostasy have been supplied to us in advance, 
just as the historical events that would be signs of His 
coming were described to the apostles by Jesus. In 
spite of the fact that these events would be most un- 
pleasant, Jesus said that when they should appear, 
we should "Look up, and lift up your heads; for your 
redemption draweth nigh." Luke 21:28. 

The Inspired descriptions Indicate that the great 
apostasy will be characterized by (1) changes in our 
theology, (2) changes in our worship, and, (3) a great 
false revival. Regarding changes in our theology, we 
read that 'The days are fast approaching when there 
will be great perplexity and confusion. ... Every wind 
of doctrine will be blowing." Ibid., 80. "God will 
arouse His people; if other means' fail, heresies will 
come in among them, which will sift them, separating 
the chaff from the wheat." Ibid., 707. "Before the last 
developments of the work of apostasy there will be a 
confusion of faith. . . . One truth after another will be 
corrupted." Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 118. 

"In the very midst of us will arise false teachers, 
giving heed to seducing spirits whose doctrines are of 
satanic origin. These teachers will draw away disci- 
ples after themselves." Review and Herald, vol. 5, 9. 

"Many will stand in our pulpits with the torch of 
false prophecy in their hands, kindled from the 
hellish torch of Satan." Testimonies to Ministers, 
409-410. 

"After the truth has been proclaimed as a witness 
to all nations there will be a removing of the land- 
marks, and an attempt to tear down the pillars of our 
faith. A more decided effort will be made to exalt the 
false Sabbath." The Seventh-day Adventist Bible 
Commentary, vol. 7, 985. 

“The enemy bring in false theories, such as the 
doctrine that there is no sanctuary. This is one of the 
points on which there will be a departing from the 
faith" Counsels to Writers and Editors, 53. 

“The enemy will set everything in operation to up- 
root the confidence of the believers in the pillars of 
our faith in the messages of the past, which have 
placed us upon the elevated platform of eternal truth, 
and which have established and given character to 
the work.” Selected Messages, book 2, 388. 

These awesome predictions are not set forth as 
possibilities, but as certainties. Specific mention is 


made of the Sabbath and the sanctuary as objects of 
attack. And the strongest statement of all is found in 
the Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 264: "Satan declared 
that it was impossible for the sons and daughters of 
Adam to keep the law of God, and thus charged upon 
God a lack of wisdom and love. If they could not keep 
the law, then there was fault with the Lawgiver. Men 
who are under the control of Satan repeat these accu- 
sations against God, in asserting that men cannot 
keep the law of God." 

The predicted changes in our worship may best be 
under stood by comparing with each other two major 
passages in Ellen White's writings. Our worship ser- 
vices have historically been in line with the principles 
of the Reformation in which emphasis is placed upon 
simplicity and the centrality of the Word of God. In 
addition, we have had such inspired counsels as ap- 
pear in Testimonies for the Church, vol. 5, 491-500, 
in an article entitled "Behaviour In the House of God." 
In this ten-page article there are ten admonitions that 
in our worship we must never lose sight of—the dif- 
ference between the sacred and the common. Atti- 
tudes, words, and deportment that might be accept- 
able In a secular situation are not acceptable in wor- 
ship, we are told. "Unless correct ideas of true wor- 
ship and true reverence are impressed upon the peo- 
ple, there will be a growing tendency to place the sa- 
cred and eternal on a level with common things, and 
those professing the truth will be an offense to God 
and a disgrace to religion." Testimonies, vol. 5, 500. 

Yet God's messenger faithfully warned us that the 
time would come when these counsels would be re- 
jected, and satanic influences would be manifest in 
some Seventh-day Adventist camp meetings and wor- 
ship services. We would recommend to the reader a 
careful study of the first sixty pages of Selected Mes- 
sages, book 2. Here the warnings against failure to 
distinguish between the sacred and the common are 
repeated, along with cautions in regard to letting feel- 
ings, emotions, and excitement prevail in our reli- 
gious exercises. 

"With some, religious exercises mean little more 
than a good time. When their feelings are aroused, 
they think they are greatly blessed. Some do not 
think they are blessed unless they are stirred and ex- 
cited. The intoxication of excitement is the object they 
are seeking; and if they do not obtain this, they sup- 
pose they are all wrong, or that someone else is all 
wrong." Page 21. In strong contrast to this, God's 
messenger urges that "In our speaking, our singing, 
and in all our spiritual exercises, we are to reveal that 
calmness and dignity and godly fear that actuates ev- 
ery true child of God." Page 43. Some, we are told, 
will scorn these counsels. God's messenger was 
shown that 'The things you have described as taking 
place in Indiana, the Lord has shown me would take 
place just before the close of probation. Every un- 
couth thing will be demonstrated. There will be 
shouting, with drums, music, and dancing. The 
senses of rational beings will become so confused 
that they cannot be trusted to make right decisions. 
And this is called the moving of the Holy Spirit." Page 
36. 

In the context of this statement it is made clear 
that these evils will appear in some of our worship 


services as well as in our camp meetings. It is also 
strongly emphasized that Satan will be intensely ac- 
tive in the confusion of the senses that will be pro- 
duced at these worship services, especially through a 
wrong use of music. It is worth noting that one does 
not need to go to a spiritualistic séance and try to 
communicate with the dead in order to establish con- 
tact with Satan and his angels. The same thing can be 
accomplished through taking part in a wrongly con- 
ducted worship service, we are warned. 

We are told that those whose feelings are stimu- 
lated by the devices of Satan in aberrant worship ser- 
vices will actually mistake the influence of Satan for 
the working of the Holy Spirit. This deception leads 
us to the third characteristic of the great apostasy—a 
great false revival in which the identification of Satan 
as the Holy Spirit will occur on a grand scale, horri- 
ble though it may seem. In The Great Controversy, 
464, we read that the greatest true revival of all time 
will immediately precede the coming of the Lord. But 
something very different will happen first. 

“The enemy of souls desires to hinder this work; 
and before the time for such a movement shall come, 
he will endeavor to prevent it by introducing a coun- 
terfeit. In those churches which he can bring under 
his deceptive power he will make it appear that God's 
special blessing is poured out; there will be manifest 
what is thought to be great religious interest. Multi- 
tudes will exult that God is working marvelously for 
them, when the work is that of another spirit. Under 
a religious guise, Satan will seek to extend his influ- 
ence over the Christian world.” 

The context of this quotation from The Great Con- 
troversy is chapter twenty-seven, entitled, “Modern 
Revivals,” in which the differing characteristics of 
true revival and false revival are pointed out. We rec- 
ommend to our readers a careful study of this chap- 
ter in connection with chapter thirty-eight, “The Final 
Warning." In view of the grim realities that lie ahead of 
us, according to God's messenger, we might be pre- 
pared to hear her say that the cause of the church is 
hopeless, and that it is doomed to disintegrate and 
disappear. But this is precisely what she does not say, 
and firmly rejects. "I know that the Lord loves His 
church. It is not to be disorganized or broken up into 
independent atoms. There is not the least consistency 
in this; there is not the least evidence that such a 
thing will be." Selected Messages, book 2, 68-69. 

Yet this statement immediately follows an admis- 
sion that there will be "wheat and tares" within the 
church until they are separated by Christ. We must 
conclude, then, that although there will be an apos- 
tasy in which changes in our theology and In our wor- 
ship will culminate in a great false revival which will 
sweep thousands, if not millions, out of our church, 
yet the church will survive. We are not told in pre- 
cisely what form it will survive. 

"God has a church. It is not the great cathedral, 
neither is it the national establishment, neither is it 
the various denominations; it is the people who love 
God and keep His commandments. 'Where two or 
three are gathered together in my name, there am I in 
the midst of them.' Matthew 18:20. Where Christ is 
even among the humble few, this is Christ's church, 
for the presence of the High and Holy One who inhab- 


iteth eternity can alone constitute a church." The Up- 
ward Look, 315. 

When this statement is placed beside the previous 
assurance that the church is not to be broken up into 
independent atoms, we recognize that there will have 
to be communication between these little groups and 
an organization of some kind, else they would be in- 
dependent atoms. And this organization will not be a 
new organization that replaces the old. "We cannot 
now enter into any new organization" Selected Mes- 
sages, book 2, 390. 

This statement seems to require that there will be 
a degree of continuity between our present organiza- 
tion and whatever form of organization will be pre- 
served until the end. And it must not be forgotten 
that God's church, whatever its form may be, is not to 
be absorbed only in its own affairs and concerns. 
That is not the intention of Jesus' promise that He 
would honor small groups with His presence. Con- 
cern for and co-operation with our brothers and sis- 
ters in the faith must always be part of the spirit of 
those who "keep the commandments of God and have 
the testimony of Jesus Christ." This fact argues again 
for the continuance of some kind of church organiza- 
tion. 

But, you ask, are there not being circulated pa- 
pers and books calling for separation from the 
church and using quotations from Ellen White? In- 
deed there are! I have seen a volume of this type, 
notebook size, 8 1/2 x 11 inches, and at least a half 
inch thick, filled with quotations from the Spirit of 
Prophecy. But not one of these quotations stated that 
the time would come when the faithful would have to 
leave the Seventh-day Adventist Church. They were 
all being interpreted to mean that. 

When reading such a document, we must never 
lose sight of the difference between a statement and 
an interpretation. A statement tells us what the writer 
meant and what the writer said. An Interpretation is 
someone else's attempt to tell us what the writer 
meant but did not say. Thus, it represents the think- 
ing of the interpreter, not the thinking of the writer. 
This fact remains true, whether the interpretations 
number in the hundreds or in the thousands. No 
number of interpretations can equal a statement. A 
thousand times zero is still zero. 

Ellen White does predict a great apostasy in the 
Seventh-day Adventist Church, which she refers to as 
the "shaking time." Yet the consistent theme that runs 
through all of these predictions is that the chaff will 
be blown away, and some brilliant stars will go out 
(Testimonies, vol. 5, 81); company after company will 
join the foe (Testimonies, vol. 8, 41); a large class will 
abandon us and join the opposition (The Great Con- 
troversy, 608); et cetera. We search these predictions 
in vain for any statement that the faithful will have to 
leave the church. Survival tactics may be necessary. 

Ellen White predicted clearly that "Divisions will 
come In the church. Two parties will be developed." 
Selected Messages, book 2, 114. 

"As trials thicken around us, both separation and 
unity will be seen in our ranks." Testimonies, vol. 6, 
400. 

As the apostate party becomes Increasingly intol- 
erant, bold, and arrogant, those who wish to remain 


faithful to our Lord and His truth will need to seek 
the Lord earnestly and to seek each other out and 
comfort and strengthen one another. They may have 
to meet separately for study and prayer, and they may 
have to gather at camp meetings where the truth will 
be honored. They may have to endure mockery, oppo- 
sition, and false accusation. Since Cain rose up 
against Abel, it has always been the unfaithful who 
have persecuted those who truly desire to be faithful 
to God's will. But God is in control. The gates of hell 
will not prevail against His church, "the people who 
love God and keep His commandments. 

Look up! Lift up your heads! Your redemption 
draweth nigh! 


BOOKS OF ANEW ORDER 


One of the most dramatic deliverances of the Sev- 
enth-day Adventist Church through the ministry of 
God's appointed messenger took place in the year 
1903 in the month of October. The General Confer- 
ence offices had been moved from Battle Creek, 
Michigan, to Washington, D C., and leaders of our 
church had gathered at the new headquarters to 
study plans for enlarging and strengthening the 
Lord's work. But their council was interrupted when 
a group of about ten men arrived and stirred up a 
controversy over Dr. J. H. Kellogg's new pantheistic 
book, The Living Temple. Elder A. G. Daniells, the 
General Conference president, was deeply distressed 
over this miscarriage of plans. He was wondering 
what to do when two letters from Ellen White, who 
was in California, arrived on the same day, encourag- 
ing him to firmly meet the challenge and supplying 
detailed information regarding the errors in Dr. Kel- 
logg's book. The next morning Daniells read these 
two letters to the group, and he describes their effect 
in these words: 

"As I read to the assembly statement after state- 
ment setting forth the falsity of the teachings in the 
book, The Living Temple, many loud 'Amens' broke 
forth, and tears flowed freely. From that hour light 
came Into the council, and the presence of God was 
clearly felt through the day. When r had finished read- 
ing, the brethren immediately began to express their 
gratitude to God for this clear voice that had spoken 
to us. So precisely did these messages point out the 
situation that everyone who spoke at all was obliged 
to say that it was the voice of God speaking to us. Be- 
fore the council closed, the author of the book stated 
that he would take it from the market." Daniells, The 
Abiding Gift of Prophecy, 339. 

“Thus the Lord saved Israel that day." Exodus 
14:30. 

Commenting on this crisis experience, when the 
Lord delivered His people from a snare of Satan, 
Ellen White wrote in 1904: 'The enemy of souls has 
sought to bring in the supposition that a great refor- 
mation was to take place among Seventh-day Adven- 
tists, and that this reformation would consist in giv- 
ing up the doctrines which stand as the pillars of our 
faith, and engaging in a process of reorganization. 
Were this reformation to take place, what would re- 
sult? The principles of truth that God in His wisdom 
has given to the remnant church, would be dis- 


carded. Our religion would be changed. The funda- 
mental principles that have sustained the work for 
the last fifty years would be accounted as error. A new 
organization would be established. Books of a new 
order would be written.” Selected Messages, book I, 
204. 

It has been said that those who cannot learn from 
history are condemned to repeat history. Once again 
there is being promoted among us the supposition 
that a great reformation is to take place among Sev- 
enth-day Adventists, and that this reformation will 
consist of giving up the doctrines which stand as the 
pillars of our faith. Some are already discarding the 
"principles of truth that God in His wisdom has given 
to the remnant church," and our religion is being 
changed. Books of a new order are now being written, 
are being published by our denominational presses, 
and are being offered for sale in our Adventist Book 
Centers. In previous chapters we have called atten- 
tion to the doctrinal changes that are being attempted 
in the great Adventist apostasy. In this article, we will 
consider some of the books of a new order that are 
being used to promote that apostasy. For purposes of 
comparison, we first refer the reader to a book which 
is not of the new order, By Faith Alone, by Norval 
Pease. In its final chapters there is a concise and 
quite comprehensive sampling from books and arti- 
cles written by historic Seventh-day Adventist au- 
thors. Dr. Pease presents their statements regarding 
the cherished doctrine of righteousness by faith and 
finds that they uniformly affirm the principle of victo- 
rious Christian living through the power of Christ. 
Foremost among these writers is, of course, Ellen 
White, whose victory statements number in the thou- 
sands. But now the books of the new order are being 
read by many who are either too young or too new in 
the faith to be aware of the principles of truth that 
they are discarding. The first on the list must unques- 
tionably be Questions on Doctrine, Review and Her- 
ald Publishing Assocation, 1957 

As was pointed out in previous articles, this vol- 
ume purported to be an authentic statement of the 
beliefs of Seventh-day Adventists, but it contained a 
mixture of truth and historical error. Our doctrine of 
the present atoning work of Christ in the heavenly 
sanctuary was muted, and a totally erroneous state- 
ment was made that Seventh-day Adventists had al- 
ways believed that our Lord came to this earth In the 
human nature of the unfallen Adam. Exhaustive and 
fully documented research has brought to light 400 
statements by Ellen White and 800 statements by 
other Adventists leaders that the opposite was true. 
Yet, while denying our historic belief in regard to the 
nature of Christ, the authors of this book did not 
deny the possibility of victorious Christian living 
through the power of Christ, but rather affirmed that 
principle of truth a total of ten times. (See pages 12, 
13, 116, 118, 190, 410, 417.) It is possible that they 
did not foresee what results would follow their con- 
cession to Calvinism in regard to the nature of Christ, 
but the books that have followed have made these re- 
sults unmistakably clear. In them the doctrine of vic- 
tory by God's power has been displaced by the 
Calvinistic doctrine that Christians can never, by any 
means, stop sinning. This false doctrine is insepara- 


bly linked to the Calvinistic doctrine about the nature 
of Christ. The fruitage of the error in Questions on 
Doctrine appears In the succeeding volumes, Move- 
ment of Destiny, Review and Herald Publishing As- 
sociation, 1971 

This book is an expanded treatment of the devel- 
opment of our theological positions, and attempts to 
paint Questions on Doctrine into the picture as sim- 
ply another (or perhaps the greatest) in a long series 
of triumphant experiences in which God led us to the 
fullness of truth. The author rejoices over the wide 
circulation of Questions on Doctrine, and makes a 
number of inaccurate statements in support of that 
first book of the new order. In spite of the historical 
record of 1200 statements by our church leaders, in- 
cluding 400 by Ellen White, that our Lord had come 
to earth in the human nature of fallen man, the au- 
thor describes this as "an erroneous minority posi- 
tion," and proceeds from that to make the equally un- 
true assertion that Ellen White believed and taught 
that Christ was like the unfallen Adam. See page 428. 
By using the same technique as that used in the his- 
torically false statement about the human nature of 
Christ published on page 657 of Questions on Doc- 
trine, sentences in which a few words of the original 
writer are interspersed with words of his own, the au- 
thor forces E. J. Waggoner to support the historically 
false statement, which Waggoner had In fact firmly re- 
jected. (Compare page 197 in Movement of Destiny 
with pages 259-267 in The Word Was Made Flesh.) 
One who compares the style of these two statements 
is likely to come to the conclusion that the author of 
Movement of Destiny is one of the anonymous au- 
thors of Questions on Doctrine. Perfection, the Im- 
possible Possibility, Southern Publishing Associa- 
tion, 1975 

This book takes recognition of the tensions that 
had developed in our church during the 18 years 
since the publication of Questions on Doctrine in 
1957, and introduces authors who have opposite 
views on the subject of victorious Christian living. 
The fact that there is strong disagreement between 
these writers is thought-provoking when it is recog- 
nized that all of them were occupying positions of 
leadership in the church. One was at this time an edi- 
tor of the Adventist Review. Three were teaching in 
our theological seminary at Andrews University. And 
the disagreement between them is strong. Two 
emerge as champions of the cause of victorious living 
through the power of Christ. One, though less clear 
and emphatic, appears to be also in this school of 
thought. But one stands firmly as the advocate of the 
Calvinistic doctrine that Christians can never, by any 
means, stop Sinning. And he was at that time serving 
as chairman of the systematic theology department of 
Andrews University where our ministers are trained. 

The readers of this author's contribution to the 
book may be pardoned for having questions as to its 
"systematic" reasoning. The intermingling of different 
categories of thought, "mixing apples with oranges," 
appears on the first page and not infrequently there- 
after. Notice 'the three categories that are combined 
here, page 61: (Parentheses mine.) 

"If Christian perfection means restoration here 
and now to Adam's sinless state and complete har- 


mony with God (the goal) so that a man need no 
longer be classed as a sinner (the self-view), then the 
Bible knows nothing of it. The only sinless man who 
ever lived is Jesus Christ." (The concept of sinless liv- 
ing from birth until death, which no one is claiming.) 

We pause here to compare two statements from 
Ellen White: 

'Those only who through faith in Christ obey all of 
God's commandments will reach the condition of sin- 
lessness in which Adam lived before his transgres- 
sion." The Seventh-day Adventist Bible Commen- 
tary, vol. 6, 1118. 

"Everyone who by faith obeys God's command- 
ments will reach the condition of sinlessness In 
which Adam lived before his transgression. When we 
submit ourselves to Christ we live His life. This is 
what it means to be clothed with His righteousness." 
Signs of the Times, July 29, 1902. 

The confusion of goal with self-view is repeated, by 
my count, 20 times in this 27-page chapter. The 
"straw-man technique, in which an opponent's views 
are first misrepresented and then the misrepresenta- 
tion is vigorously attacked appears nine times. 
Strongly negative statements such as these are found: 
“The Bible knows nothing of (perfection of 
character).” Page 61. 

“Nowhere does the Bible equate perfection with 
sinlessness.” Page 63. 

“All men are born In a state of separation from 
God.” Page 64. 

“The Christian is not sinless.” Page 69. 

“The Bible rejects every possibility of our reaching 
sinless perfection in this life.” Page 73. 

"In this weakened state man cannot be in the same 
perfect condition as before sin entered." Page 73. "We 
know of no method in the Bible whereby the Spirit so 
overpowers man's limitations due to Sin as to enable 
man to arrive at a state of sinlessness." Page 76. 

We suggest that the reader compare the above as- 
sertions with the following verses of scripture: 

Romans 1:16, 5:21, 6:18, 6:22, 8:4, and 12:2; 1 
Corinthians 10:13; 2 Corinthians 5:17, 7:1, and 
10:5; Galatians 2:20; Ephesians 1:4, 3:20, 4:22-24, 
and 5:26-27; Philippians 2:5, 2:15, and 4:13; Colos- 
sians 1:22; 1 Thessalonians 3:13, 4:3, 4:7, and 5:23; 
2 Thessalonians 2:13; 1 Timothy 6:14; 2 Timothy 
2:19, 2:22; and 3:17; Titus 2:3 and 2: 12-14; He- 
brews 6:1 and 13:20-21; James 1:4, 1:21, and 4:7-8, 
1 Peter 1:15-16, 1:22, 2:11-12, and 5:10; 2 Peter 
3:11; 1 John 2:6, 2:29, 3:3, 3:7, 3:22, 4:4, and 5:34; 
Jude 24-25; Revelation 3:21, 14:12, and 22:14 

We also suggest that the reader compare this au- 
thor's assertions with the 2500 affirmations by Ellen 
White of the opposite view that are compiled in the 
research volume, Tell of His Power. These positions 
are far too divergent to be harmonized. We have no 
desire to Single out any writer for undue attention, 
but this writer has written more of the books of a 
new order than anyone else, and it is the books that 
are the subject of this study. We are therefore re- 
quired to examine the materials that he has placed 
before us. In point of time, th1S author's first contri- 
bution was not a book but a syllabus distributed 
among ministers who were members of a class he 
conducted at the office of a large Conference in De- 


cember, 1962. Only five years had passed since the 
publication of Questions on Doctrine, With its Calvin- 
istic statement about the human nature of Christ, but 
already its deadly fruit was beginning to appear. After 
affirming a modified Calvinistic doctrine of original 
sin and presenting several paragraphs of critical re- 
marks about those whose purpose is to live victori- 
ous Christian lives, the syllabus reaches its climax in 
these words: 

"It is by the wisdom, not by the impotence of God, 
that the believer is never perfect here below. The Lord 
so conducts the saints in this life that there should al- 
ways remain something either to give them freely 
when they ask, or to pardon them mercifully when 
they confess to Him." Page 1 6, Stated simply, this 
means that Christians sin because God wants them 
to sin. Shocking though it undeniably is, this state- 
ment is at least clear. We know where the writer 
stands. Somewhat less clear was this author's next 
book of a new order. Salvation Unlimited, Review 
and Herald Publishing Assocation, 1974 

This book of ten chapters and 256 pages is a curi- 
ous combination of Adventism and Calvinism, though 
much less stridently Calvinistic than either the previ- 
ous syllabus or the two volumes that follow it. On the 
positive side, we find a rejection of dualism (see 
Chapter 7) on page 10, a tempering of the Calvinistic 
doctrine of original sin on page 36, a rejection of the 
Calvinistic doctrine of "once saved, always saved" on 
page 147, and an entire chapter on 'The Obedience of 
Faith" (pages 210—236) which contains no fewer than 
16 assurances that by divine power Christians can 
live lives of victory over sin. We submit these sam- 
ples: 

“The Christian should have no difficulty in render- 
ing honor to the law by his obedience to it.” Page 26. 

“Christ came not to release His followers from 
their obligation to keep the law, but to give them su- 
pernatural power to obey it by means of His own in- 
dwelling presence and that of the Holy Spirit.” Page 
227. 

“The law cannot restore a man to righteousness 
and obedience, but the gospel and the Holy Spirit 
can. The gospel is good news because it provides the 
Christian power to be saved from sin and do what 
hitherto he could not perform: obey God's command- 
ments. The gospel manifests its full power and glory 
when the claims of the law are faithfully sustained.” 
Pages 227-228. 

"Christian freedom is freedom to obey the com- 
mandments, not freedom to disobey." Page 232. “The 
power of the Holy Spirit within us is sufficient to 
make us like Him, to keep His commandments, and 
to know Him who is life eternal.” Page 236. We are at 
a loss to understand how to harmonize these histori- 
cal Adventist statements with what has gone before 
and with what follows. And the book Salvation Un- 
limited itself is not without problems. Luther's fa- 
mous statement that in the life of the Christian "Sin 
does not reign but it does remain" is quoted with ap- 
proval on page 66. In a discussion of imparted right- 
eousness on pages 148—149, though apparently an 
application of the "straw-man" technique, there is a 
line of reasoning that seems to be in disagreement 
with the chapter on 'The Obedience of Faith." But we 


move on to the next publication by this writer. The 
Man Who Is God, Review and Herald Publishing As- 
sociation, 1977 

In this book it appears that all restraints are laid 
aside, and a determined effort is made to move the 
Adventist people into the ranks of Calvinism on the 
three major doctrines of original sin, the human na- 
ture of Christ, and victorious Christian living (right- 
eousness by faith.) I regret to report that the book is 
also the most self-contradictory piece of writing that 
has ever come to my attention. It is possible that this 
is an inevitable result of attempting to harmonize 
truth with untruth, of trying to combine light with 
darkness. If we present a series of questions to this 
book, we are confronted by a bewildering array of 
self-contradictory answers: 


1. Was Christ conceived as all men are? Yes, page 
60. No, page 135. 

2. Was Christ born as all men are? Yes, pages 24, 
25, 125. No, pages 126, 135. 

3. Was Christ born with the same flesh and blood 
that we have? Yes, pages 36, 86, 91, 136. No, 
page 137. 

4. Is sin a thing of the flesh? Yes, page 137. No, 
page 138. 

5. Did Christ have advantages in meeting tempta- 
tion that we do not have? Yes, page 132-133. 
No, pages 86, 90-91. 

6. Was Christ born into the same state or condi- 
tion that we are? Yes, pages 24, 91, 98. No, 
pages 126, 129, 132-133. 

7. Is this state or condition into which all men are 
born actually guilt? Yes, page 146. No, page 
121. 

8. Did Christ take human nature as it was before 
Adam's fall? Yes, page 155. No, page 74. 

9. Is Christian character perfection possible? Yes, 
pages 120, 125, 166. No, page 147. 

10. Is original sin a matter of man's nature? Yes, 
pages 108, 118, 132, 135. No, pages 107, 109, 
122. 


This confusion could hardly be described as sys- 
tematic theology. We observe again that it is probably 
an indication of the morass of confusion into which 
one wanders who tries to harmonize Adventism with 
Calvinism, truth with error, light with darkness. Dur- 
ing the 1970s another writer, Dr. Desmond Ford, a 
student of the above author, began to make his con- 
tribution to the books of a new order, although it 
should be noted that Dr. Ford at first made more use 
of cassette tapes than of books. A large number of 
tapes promoting his Calvinistic opinions were sent 
out from Pacific Union College, where he was teach- 
ing in the Bible department. Discovering God's Trea- 
sures, Review and Herald Publishing Association, 
1972 

This book, like Salvation Unlimited, contains only 
a trace of the Calvinism that Ford would later boldly 
proclaim, and strongly affirms the truth of the sanc- 
tuary and investigative doctrines that he would later 
deny. But Luther's statement that in the life of the 
Christian "Sin remains, but does not reign" is quoted 
with approval on page 32, and on page 33 he states 


that Christians always have "sin to overcome." If we 
understand this to mean "temptations to overcome," 
we would have no difficulty with it. But small seeds 
grow into large trees, as we shall see. Daniel, South- 
ern Publishing Association, 1978 

This is actually a book "out of the new order" in 
that it strongly affirms and defends the very 
prophetic truths that the author was later to deny. We 
include it here only for purposes of comparison. 
Church members who ask me to recommend to them 
a good book on the prophecies are sometimes star- 
tled when I suggest that they get a copy of Daniel, by 
Desmond Ford. I have to explain that Ford's Daniel 
was "prelapsarian" in his experience (before the fall.) 
But clearly "postlapsarian" (after the fall) is the next 
volume from his pen. 


The Day of Atonement and the Investigative Judg- 
ment, Evangelion Press, 1980 (The denomination of 
this publishing house in Casselberry, Florida, is not 
known to us.) 


This book is Desmond Ford's magnum opus, his 
major work, in which he states that he has been a 
disbeliever in our most significant doctrines for at 
least 20 years, (during which time he wrote two 
books strongly supporting those same doctrines, Dis- 
covering God's Treasures and his large commentary 
on Daniel.) It is this attack on our sanctuary doctrine 
that Roy Allan Anderson described as a "rehash" of 
the thinking of W. W. Fletcher, who in turn had re- 
ceived it from L. R. Conradi. It is this book that a 
large representative group of our church leaders ex- 
amined before meeting with Dr. Ford at Glacier View, 
and found to be altogether unconvincing. Suffice it to 
say, it is a monumental piece of false reasoning, 
which is perhaps most readily answered by reference 
to the evidence brought together in his own previ- 
ously published Daniel. It has been noted that the re- 
jection of our historic faith and the embracing of 
Calvinistic errors began with persons who were In 
close relation to our theological seminary or were 
teaching there. To this place ever-increasing numbers 
of our ministers and teachers have gone for their the- 
ological training. It is therefore not surprising that 
some of these younger workers are now beginning to 
produce books of their own in which they either pro- 
mote the errors of Calvinism or seek to undermine 
the Spirit of Prophecy which stands firmly against 
Calvinism. Their contributions must also be placed 
in the category of “books of a new order.” Christ Our 
Substitute, Review and Herald Publishing Associa- 
tion, 1982 

As the title indicates, this book is intended to ele- 
vate the concept of Christ as our substitute over the 
concept of Christ as our example. The extent to which 
this author has embraced the false doctrines of 
Calvinism is well illustrated by a statement from his 
pen on page 12 of the Review of January 25, 1990: 
"If a baby dies a few hours or days after birth, it is 
still subject to the second death—the condemnation 
death—even though it has never broken any com- 
mandment." Calvinism, of course, offers predestina- 
tion and/or infant baptism as a solution to this prob- 
lem. This writer and the Review offer no solution at 
all, but apparently simply consign all children who 


die in infancy to the flames. Some Call It Heresy, Re- 
view and Herald Publishing Association, 1985 

Some reviewers might question the inclusion of 
this book in a list of the books of a new order, since it 
was written for the avowed purpose of defending our 
faith. But in my judgment the writer makes so many 
concessions to Calvinism and implies so many faults 
in the Spirit of Prophecy that he largely defeats his 
own purpose. He describes sympathetically the ago- 
nizing struggles of certain young ministers over 
Desmond Ford's attack on the sanctuary doctrines, 
but leaves us to conclude that it did not occur to any 
of them to check Dr. Ford's use of sources. The mis- 
representation and manipulation of evidence they 
would have discovered should have eliminated their 
problem. From 1888 to Apostasy, Review and Her- 
ald Publishing Association, 1987 

By the author's admission an "interpretive biogra- 
phy," this volume appears to have been written for the 
purpose of discrediting A. T. Jones and discounting 
his testimony in regard to the doctrines of righteous- 
ness by faith and the human nature of Christ. Inter- 
pretations, of course, can build any case and portray 
any picture that the Interpreter desires. Suppose that 
a man has taken a firm position on some subject. 
That is the objectively known fact. What does this tell 
us about the man? Was he sound in his thinking, or 
simply foolish? Was he wise or stupid? Was he sensi- 
ble or stubborn? Was he courageous or combative? 
These decisions are all made by the interpreter, who 
paints the picture to suit himself. That is why it is not 
possible for an "interpretive biography" to have much 
value as evidence. Jones was emphatically not a 
Calvinist. If he had been a Calvinist, we doubt not 
that many incidents in his life might have been given 
a positive rather than a negative interpretation. The 
overall effect of the book is to strongly disparage 
Jones as a witness to the truth. Perfect in Christ, Re- 
view and Herald Publishing Association, 1987 

This book might be presented as the climax in the 
series of books of a new order that have been written 
for the purpose of leading the Adventist people away 
from the principles of our historic faith toward the 
false doctrines of Calvinism. In the sheer audacity of 
its misrepresentations it can only be compared to the 
largely falsified materials that were set forth by 
Desmond Ford in his attack on our sanctuary doc- 
trine. The stated purpose of the book is to provide 
the correct understanding of Ellen White's writings, 
which are represented as being extremely difficult to 
understand (pages 14, 137, 170, 171, 193, 200). The 
thesis of the book is that no one has ever stopped 
sinning and that no one ever stop sinning until Jesus 
comes, when characters be miraculously perfected. In 
our research volume Tell of His Power, we have com- 
piled approximately 2500 promises written by Ellen 
White that victory through the power of Christ is 
available to any Christian who wants it. She writes of 
those who have achieved this goal and numbers them 
in the thousands. See Christ's Object Lessons, 133- 
134. And we have recorded 48 warnings from her 
pen that there will be no change in human character 
when Christ returns. These statements are clear 
enough for a child to understand. They need no inter- 
pretations. The publication of this book called forth a 


very strong protest from believers in historic Adven- 
tism and from the White Estate. The officer who put 
the opinions of the White Estate in writing expressed 
his views like this: 'That this book could have been 
published by a Seventh-day Adventist press is beyond 
my comprehension." 

This list has been a sampling, but by no means 
complete, of "Books of a New Order" now coming off 
the presses of Seventh-day Adventist publishing 
houses and are being offered for sale in Adventist 
Book Centers. Some of these books contain obvious 
Calvinistic errors. Some were clearly written for the 
express purpose of changing our theology into the 
theology of Calvinism. As we have seen, when plans 
were afoot to do a similar work in the late 1800s, di- 
vine intervention and the warning message of our liv- 
ing prophet prevented these plans from being carried 
into effect, Thus the order and the purity of our faith 
were preserved. But now God's special messenger 
sleeps, and the fateful work that was then prevented 
is moving through the church, virtually unopposed. 
We cannot but wonder why God permits such a thing 
to happen now when He did not permit it then. It may 
be that the answer is found in Testimonies, vol. 5, 
707: "God will arouse His people; if other means fail, 
heresies will come in among them, which will sift 
them, separating the chaff from the wheat." 

Could it be that in God's great calendar of events 
the time has come for the fully developed formation 
of the predicted two companies in the church? 

"Divisions will come in the church. Two parties 
will be developed." Selected Messages, book 2, 114. 

Could it be that the time has come for the great 
false revival that is described in The Great Contro- 
versy, 464? In our time are we to see "multitudes" at- 
tributing the work of Satan to the Holy Spirit? Are we 
to witness the final purging of the church in which 
"the majority" will forsake us? See Testimonies, vol. 
5, 136. Such awesome developments are sobering to 
consider, but they are by no means impossible. 

Some people will be called upon to live through 
these events, to preserve their faith in its purity, to 
stand unmoved by the prevailing apostasy, and to 
share in the great experiences of the loud cry and the 
latter rain. Are we destined to be that people? If so, 
may God preserve us, and may our steadfast loyalty 
glorify His name. 'Here is an opportunity for en- 
durance on the part of the saints who carefully keep 
His commandments and the faith of Jesus." Revela- 
tion 14: 12, Weymouth's translation. 


THE TITHE PROBLEM — WHOIS 
RESPONSIBLE? 


Today the question of accountable stewardship is 
becoming an issue in the minds of many Seventh- 
day Adventists. The awareness that we all have an 
individual accountability before the heavenly uni- 
verse to administer the trust committed to us of God 
has, in recent years, raised questions in our minds 
as to how to best fulfill that responsibility. It is not 
the purpose of this chapter to solicit funds or to at- 
tempt to point out what one's personal responsibil- 
ity is, but to give our readers information that will 
help them fulfill their position as God's stewards. 


The subject of tithe has come to be an emotional 
mine field, and so let us proceed with caution. Voices 
usually calm are likely to become strident when the 
subject is introduced, and not infrequently, strongly 
stirred feelings find expression in bitter accusations. 
Yet the problem is real, and it is here. It shows no 
sign of diminishing, but rather is steadily increasing. 
Ignoring it is not likely to be an adequate answer, nor 
yet is indulging in emotional outbursts which tend to 
aggravate tensions rather than to relieve them. Is it 
possible to calmly consider this problem? Let us try. 

My own exposure to the problem has been educa- 
tional. While I was teaching classes of ministers in the 
Asian Adventist Theological Seminary I sometimes 
met the question, "Is it ever proper to send tithe any- 
where other than through the regular church chan- 
nels?" I answered the question with a firm and un- 
compromising "No. Diverting the tithe to other than 
the regular church channels could never, under any 
circumstances, be the right thing to do." 

I must confess that I did not give this answer be- 
cause of evidence that I had seen but because of evi- 
dence that I was sure I would find in the Spirit of 
Prophecy if I looked for it. However, since the ques- 
tion did not seem to be an urgent one at the time, and 
I was very busy with classes, evangelistic meetings, 
and other projects, I did not engage in any research 
on this particular topic. 

But upon returning to the States in 1985 1 was 
surprised to find that the question was seriously 
troubling many church members. With full confi- 
dence I set out to find the Spirit of Prophecy evidence 
that tithe should always go through the regular 
church channels and never anywhere else. This re- 
search brought my second and much greater sur- 
prise. I did not find what I was looking for. It just was 
not In the inspired writings. 

Was I failing to properly understand what I had 
read? Apparently not. I did find a statement regard- 
ing the question that had been prepared by Willie 
White (Ellen White's son and secretary), Elder A. G. 
Daniells, and Elder W. W. Prescott, which indicated 
that neither had they found such evidence in Ellen 
White's writings. The historical context of their state- 
ment is as follows: 

On May 9, 1907, a Charles E. Stewart of Battle 
Creek sent to Ellen White's office at Sanitarium, Cali- 
fornia, a 49-page compilation of questions and 
charges Intended to cast doubt on the Spirit of 
Prophecy as manifested in her ministry. In October of 
the same year, the material was bound into a small 
book and published, apparently in Battle Creek. At 
some later date it was republished by another Of 
Ellen White's critics, E. S. Ballenger, of Riverside, 
California. Document WDF 213, in the White Estate 
Office in Loma Linda, is a record of the plans made 
by Willie White, Daniells, and Prescott to deal with 
the charges in the book, one of which was that Ellen 
White's counsels and practice in regard to the tithe 
were not consistent In that she did not always follow 
her own recommendations. Paragraph six on page 
two of the document is a clear statement of how these 
brethren understood the totality of Ellen White's 
teachings in regard to the paying of tithe. 


"6. As to the proper use of the tithe: The outline of 
a statement on this subject which was agreed upon 
was briefly this: To give extracts from Sister White's 
writings as to the tithe and its use; to show that her 
testimony and her own usual practice was in favor of 
paying the tithe into the regularly designated treasury, 
to be used under the counsel of the committees ap- 
pointed for such purposes; to show further from her 
writings that when those who have charge of the ex- 
penditure of the tithe so far fail in the discharge of 
their duty that the regularly organized channels for 
the distribution of tithe become hindrances to its 
proper use, then in order to carry out the divine plan 
that the tithe should be expended in the wisest man- 
ner for the furtherance of the work, individuals have 
the right to pay their tithes direct to the needy fields; 
but that this involves a considerable degree of per- 
sonal responsibility, which must be assumed by those 
who decide to follow this plan. It was thought that 
this matter could be handled in a way to show that 
the departure from the regular plans was authorized 
only when the regular plans failed to be carried out 
by those in positions of responsibility." 

This statement appeared to be strong evidence 
that I had not misunderstood the materials I had ex- 
amined. The conclusions of these brethren were not 
different from my conclusions, after my study. 

As indicated in the quotation, their purpose was to 
enlarge the outline into a tract or paper on the sub- 
ject. We would, no doubt, find it helpful if we could 
read the paper itself, but I have not yet been able to 
locate a copy. 

Certain basic points in regard to tithe paying stand 
out very clearly in Ellen White's writings. She had no 
doubt that returning tithe to the Lord is a Christian 
duty, and that a failure to perform this duty is tanta- 
mount to stealing from God (see Malachi 3). She is 
equally clear and firm in her conviction that the tithe 
has only one proper use, the support of the ministry 
of the Word of God. Although she includes those who 
minister with pen as well as with voice, she specifi- 
cally excludes other forms of Christian endeavor, 
such as "school purposes" and "canvassers and col- 
porteurs" (See Testimonies, vol. 9, 248-249), a poor 
fund, or church expense. See Counsels on Steward- 
ship, 103, and other references. 

According to the testimony of God's Inspired mes- 
senger, tithe should always be faithfully returned to 
the Lord, and all of the tithe should be used for the 
support of the ministry. But which ministry or what 
ministry? This is the question that is troubling us 
now, What if a ministry, in whole or in part, strays 
from the path of sacred duty? What if a ministry, in 
whole or in part, becomes so theologically confused 
as to depart from the truths of God's Word and be- 
gins preaching a false gospel? What if church leaders 
begin to use tithe funds for purposes other than the 
ministry of the Word, such as those listed above, or 
even to pay the fees of non-Adventist lawyers? What, 
then, is our Christian duty? 

We may seek to escape from these troubling ques- 
tions by shrugging them off and saying, 'There is no 
need for us to concern ourselves about things like 
that. This could not happen in our church." But in 
view of Ellen White's predictions of a great Adventist 


apostasy, is this a realistic attitude? Willie White, 
Daniells, and Prescott took no such position. They 
did not deny the possibility of a malfeasance, as indi- 
cated by these words: “ . when those who have 
charge of the expenditure of the tithe shall so far fail 
in the discharge of their duty that the regular orga- 
nized channels for the distribution of the tithe be- 
come hindrances to its proper use. . .” 

“When the regular plans failed to be carried out by 
those in positions of responsibility. . .” Document 
WDF, 213 

Let us remind ourselves that these brethren were 
not expressing their own opinions. They were setting 
forth what they understood to be the totality of the 
teachings of Ellen White. They had before them the 
example of Ellen White. In the year 1905, two years 
before their meeting, Ellen White had written a letter 
to the president of the Colorado conference in which 
she had revealed that "for years" she had been using 
her tithe to assist needy ministers who were being ne- 
glected by the organization. When this statement was 
first called to my attention, I dismissed it very easily 
(I thought) by saying, "She was a prophet, and I am 
not a prophet. God often gives instructions to His 
prophets that do not apply to other people," 

But the matter is not quite that simple. The letter 
also revealed that when other persons offered her 
their tithe to use as she thought best, she accepted it 
and used it as indicated above, in support of needy 
ministers. Perhaps we could still say that she was ex- 
ercising the prerogatives of a prophet, since the 
money passed through her hands. 

But that would not be true of the third type of 
tithepayers who are mentioned in her letter: 

“If there have been cases where our sisters have 
appropriated their tithe to the support of the minis- 
ters working for the colored people in the south, let 
every man, if he is wise, hold his peace,” 

There is no suggestion that this money passed 
through her hands, or that she was consulted about 
it. The money was apparently sent directly to needy 
ministers whose condition had become known to the 
tithepayers. Ellen White obviously did not disapprove 
of the actions of these persons, much less accuse 
them of "stealing" the tithe. And did the church send 
out ministers without providing for them, or would 
these have been self-supporting ministries. 

We must recognize that Willie White, Daniells, and 
Prescott, who were charged with the responsibility of 
setting forth a comprehensive statement regarding 
Ellen White's counsel and practice regarding tithe 
paying, were faithful to the evidence that was before 
them. They frankly reported their findings to the peo- 
ple, with neither understatement nor overstatement. 
They felt that there was no self-contradiction between 
Ellen White's writings and her practice. In neither her 
writings nor her practice was there anything to sup- 
port the view that all tithe, regardless of circum- 
stances, must be paid through regular church chan- 
nels. 

It is probable that they did not anticipate any great 
trouble from the church organization as the result of 
the publishing of their frank statement. The condi- 
tions that they described as making it permissible, 
according to Ellen White's writings, for a church 


member to exercise individual judgment in deciding 
where to send tithe, (the failure of persons in places 
of responsibility to use the tithe for its proper pur- 
pose) hardly existed in their time, if they existed at 
all. These leaders could not have been expected to 
foresee the conditions that have now developed in the 
church as a result of the great Adventist apostasy that 
has been the subject of this series of studies. 

But church members in our time could hardly be 
expected not to see these conditions. Many have re- 
coiled in horror, for example, from the revelation that 
hundreds of thousands of dollars of sacred tithe 
funds have been used to employ Catholic and other 
non-Adventist lawyers to sue and prosecute persons 
for calling themselves Seventh-day Adventists, and in 
at least one case assessing huge fines and putting the 
person in jail. 

Some members may not be aware of such specific 
incidents as this, but it would be difficult for any 
member In the North American Division to be un- 
aware of the great theological apostasy which is the 
very heart of the tithe problem. He or she is likely to 
encounter it in church on any Sabbath morning. As 
one responsible church member expressed it: 

"I get tired of going to church every Sabbath and 
getting my weekly dose of strychnine from the pulpit." 

It is an undeniable fact that there are pastors in 
Seventh-day Adventist churches, teachers in Seventh- 
day Adventist colleges, and persons at all levels of 
church administration who are persistently present- 
ing as truth the devil's great lie—that Christians can- 
not stop sinning even by the power of God. Ellen 
White has identified this assertion no fewer than 35 
times as a lie that originated in the heart of Satan, 
and that was proved to be false by our Lord Jesus 
Christ. Undoubtedly the strongest of her statements 
is this: 

"Satan declared that it was impossible for the sons 
and daughters of Adam to keep the law of God, and 
thus charged upon God a lack of wisdom and love. If 
they could not keep the law, then there was fault with 
the Lawgiver. Men who are under the control of Satan 
repeat these accusations against God, in asserting 
that men can not keep the law of God. Jesus hum- 
bled Himself, clothing His divinity with humanity, in 
order that He might stand as the head and represen- 
tative of the human family, and by both precept and 
example condemn sin in the flesh, and give the lie to 
Satan's charges." Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 264. 

May we suggest a second thoughtful reading of the 
above inspired statement? Its implications are stag- 
gering. Can it be possible that there are ministers, 
teachers, and administrators all through our ranks 
who are under the control of Satan? If the writings of 
Ellen White are inspired, we have no choice but to be- 
lieve it. 

Here is the heart of the tithe problem. Here is the 
answer to our question, Who is responsible? Would it 
not be the ministers who present poison from the 
pulpits, the teachers who present poison In the class- 
rooms, and the administrators who support and de- 
fend them, ignoring desperate appeals from church 
members? 

To blame the tithe problem on Independent min- 
istries is as illogical and unjust as to blame the his- 


toric Adventists for divisions being created in the 
church by the preaching of the false doctrines of 
Calvinism among us. May we here earnestly appeal 
for clear thinking and fair judgment on this matter? 

Consider the problem of a church member who 
understands our message, is devoted to the truth as 
it is in Jesus, and has always been a faithful tithep- 
ayer. During the years he has built up a small library 
of Ellen White's writings and has studied them with 
care. Then he is confronted with a series of shocks. 

On Sabbath he hears his pastor proclaim that our 
Lord came to earth in the human nature of the un- 
fallen Adam, making Him very different from our- 
selves. He finds it puzzling, and so spends some time 
on Sabbath afternoon looking through his copy of 
The Desire of Ages. He finds the opposite affirmed to 
be true on pages 25, 49, 112, 117, 174-175, and 311- 
312. Soon after, he hears his pastor preach that it is 
impossible for Christians, by any means, to stop sin- 
ning and that it is impossible for anyone to obey the 
law of God. In his The Desire of Ages the church 
member finds this statement described as Satan's lie 
on pages 24, 29, 117, and 761, and he finds in that 
volume a total of 78 statements that it is possible, 
through the power of Christ for Christians to Obey 
God's law. He then turns to The Great Controversy 
and reads on page 489 that "[Satan] is constantly 
seeking to deceive the followers of Christ with his fa- 
tal sophistry that it is impossible for them to over- 
come." 

As this heart-wrenching experience continues, the 
church member is eventually forced to recognize that 
Ellen White's predictions about the great Adventist 
apostasy are being fulfilled before his eyes. Then 
comes the agonizing question, “Does God require me 
to pay my tithe to support the great apostasy” 

Like many others before him, he decides that this 
line of reasoning just doesn't make sense. He then 
turns to an independent ministry holding the Sev- 
enth-day Adventist historic faith, preaching the mes- 
sage that he accepted when he joined the church and 
begins to send his tithe to that ministry. 

Now the question for every fair-minded person to 
consider is, Who is responsible? Has the church 
member's problem been created by the independent 
ministry, or by the preaching of the false doctrines of 
Calvinism in his own church? 

And will this problem be solved by crushing inde- 
pendent ministries and letting the false preaching 
continue? The answer is self-evident. To destroy the 
independent ministries will not solve the church 
member's problem, nor will it be solved by cracking 
whips of church authority over his head, excluding 
him from church office, or by any other means of co- 
ercion. 

Tragically, this obvious truth seems to be lost on 
some church administrators who continue to con- 
demn and rail at independent ministries as if they 
were the cause of all the difficulty, and that the solu- 
tion is simply to put them out of existence. Some of 
these ministries are now being threatened with 
church discipline as a first step in that direction. 

I have been invited to several meetings ostensibly 
called for the purpose of resolving tensions between 
independent ministries and the church organization. 


At none of these meetings did I discern the slightest 
recognition that the preaching of false doctrines in 
our churches was the real problem, or even any part 
of the problem. At none of them did I hear the slight- 
est hint that any attempt would be made to correct 
this evil. Rather, the message delivered to the inde- 
pendent ministries was simple, "You, and only you, 
are the problem, and if you do not stop what your are 
doing, in particular if you do not stop accepting tithe, 
you are going to suffer the consequences." 

Some are already suffering the consequences. 
Members of independent ministers have in some 
places been denied the right to transfer their mem- 
bership either into or out of the churches where they 
live. It should be remembered that transfers are a 
right of church membership and may be denied, ac- 
cording to the church manual, only by properly con- 
ducted church disciplinary actions. (See pages 162- 
163 of the Church Manual, 1971 edition) 

For that matter, the Church Manual also recog- 
nizes the right of independent ministries to exist (see 
page 158), and also provides that no church mem- 
ber's standing should be called in question because of 
his failure to give financial support to the church. 
(See page 165.) 

But strong emotion is the enemy of reason, and as 
we noted at the beginning of this study, emotions tend 
to run high when the tithe problem is mentioned—so 
high that in some cases neither appeals to the Church 
Manual, to the Spirit of Prophecy, or even to the Bible 
itself bring any result. 

Emotional tensions also contribute to the mishan- 
dling of evidence found in various public statements 
about tithe and the accusations accompanying them. 
Possibly the outstanding example of mishandled evi- 
dence is when a variety of Ellen White statements, 
written to show that tithe should be used only for the 
ministry of the Word and not for other Christian en- 
deavors, are misconstrued to mean that tithe should 
be paid only to one ministry of the Word and not to 
the other ministries of the Word. An oft-quoted exam- 
ple of this misconception is on page 247 of Testi- 
monies, vol. 9: 

"Let none feel at liberty to retain their tithe, to use 
according to their own judgment. They are not to use 
it for themselves in an emergency, nor to apply it as 
they see fit, even in what they may regard as the 
Lord's work." (Emphasis supplied.) 

What Ellen White meant by the clause "what they 
may regard as the Lord's work," is made clear on the 
following pages by these lines: 

"One reasons that the tithe may be applied to 
school purposes. Still others reason that canvassers 
and colporteurs should be supported from the tithe. 
But a great mistake is made when the tithe is drawn 
from the object for which it is to be used—the sup- 
port of the ministers." 248-249. 

In view of the general frailty of human nature, and 
the specific predictions by Ellen White that there 
would be many apostates in the Seventh-day Adven- 
tist ministry in the last days, (See Testimonies to 
Ministers, 409-410; Testimonies, vol. 5, 80-81, 707) 
it would have been hazardous indeed for the messen- 
ger of the Lord to have singled out any particular 
group of ministers as the only ones who should ever 


be supported by tithe, and even more hazardous to 
maintain that they must be supported by tithe regard- 
less of what they might be teaching or doing. 

"It would be poor policy to support from the trea- 
sury of God those who really mar and injure His 
work, and who are constantly lowering the standard 
of Christianity." Testimonies, vol. 3, 553. 

“There are fearful woes for those who preach the 
truth, but are not sanctified by it, and also for those 
who consent to receive and maintain the unsanctified 
to minister to them in word and doctrine.” Ibid., vol. 
I, 261-262. 

"As there are woes for those who preach the truth 
while they are unsanctified in heart and life, so there 
are woes for those who receive and maintain the un- 
sanctified in the position which they cannot fill." 
Ibid., vol. 2, 552. 

Let us take note, also, of Ellen White's use of the 
expression, "the treasury of God." In her letter to the 
Conference president to which we have already re- 
ferred, she first tells of her practice and then adds, 
'The money is not withheld from the Lord's treasury." 
Obviously she did not have the limited view of "the 
Lord's treasury" that some have today. 

Some independent ministries have pointed out 
Ellen White's statements that it is not necessary for 
all "funds" or "means" to flow through the same chan- 
nels, and since no exception is stated in regard to 
tithe, they have concluded, not unreasonably, that 
these general terms include both tithes and offerings. 
But some writers have seized upon this conclusion 
and made it the basis for accusations of dishonesty. 
Surely this accusation could be termed uncontrolled 
emotionalism. We certainly want to have much 
stronger evidence before we accuse any persons of 
being dishonest. 

You and I cannot solve the problems of the church 
nor the problems of the independent ministries, but 
we can and must resolve our own personal and Indi- 
vidual problem in regard to the type of ministry that 
we support with our tithe. This problem is best 
solved by each one of us on his knees before the 
Lord, with the inspired writings before him. Probably 
none of us should presume to instruct others as to 
their duty. 

Some may think of the widow and her two mites 
upon whom the Lord pronounced a blessing in spite 
of the corruption among church leaders at that time. 
Others may reflect that we have no evidence that the 
widow was aware of the corruption, and that in any 
case there was no representative church government 
such as we have now. Some will be influenced by 
Ellen White's statement: 

"God desires to bring men Into direct relation with 
Himself. .. . Every man has been made a steward of 
sacred trusts; each is to discharge his trust according 
to the direction of the Giver; and by each an account 
of his stewardship must be rendered to God... . We 
are responsible to invest this means ourselves." Testi- 
monies, vol. 7, 176-177. 

“Do we individually realize our true position, that 
as God's hired servants we are not to bargain away 
our stewardship? We have an individual accountabil- 
ity before the heavenly universe, to administer the 


trust committed us of God.” Testimonies to Minis- 
ters, 361-362. 

And we must not overlook the warnings previously 
quoted that there are woes upon those who consent 
to receive and maintain ministers whose unsanctified 
attitudes injure the work of God. 

It has not been the purpose of this study to give 
directions to any person as to his individual respon- 
sibility. It has been our purpose to prove the follow- 
ing points: 


1. There is no biblical or Spirit of Prophecy evi- 
dence to support the view that all tithe must, regard- 
less of circumstances, be paid through organizational 
channels. Such a position might in some cases re- 
quire that outright apostasy be supported by tithe, 
which is far beyond the boundaries of reason. 

2. We have been given through God's appointed 
messenger an abundance of clear warnings that there 
would be a time when apostate ministers would be 
preaching In many Seventh-day Adventist pulpits, 
and that the apostasy would sweep through the ranks 
of our ministers and our members. 

3. If we are to take Ellen White's words at their 
face value, that time has at least partially arrived, in 
that many ministers are now occupying Seventh-day 
Adventist pulpits who are preaching as truth the 
devil's great lie—that Christians cannot stop sinning 
even through the power of Christ. By unmistakably 
clear Spirit of Prophecy definition, such ministers are 
"under the control of Satan." 


Therefore, as Christian stewards under God, we 
have a solemn responsibility to fulfill in regard to our 
tithes and our offerings. 

May the Lord help each one of us to prayerfully, 
carefully, and conscientiously return the sacred tithe, 
as the Lord has directed, for the support of the min- 
istry. May we never be confused and uncertain as to 
what kind of ministry the Lord deems worthy to re- 
ceive the tithe. 

And may we never be confused or uncertain as to 
who is responsible for the present tithe problem. The 
responsibility must be placed squarely at the doors 
of those who are preaching among us the false doc- 
trines of Calvinism and the administrators who are 
supporting and maintaining them In their positions. 

The messenger of the Lord counseled parents, 
guardians of youth, and those who minister in the 
service of God: 

"When existing evils are not met and checked, be- 
cause men have too little courage to reprove wrong, 
or because they have too little interest or are too in- 
dolent to tax their own powers in putting forth 
earnest efforts to purify the family or the church of 
God, they are accountable for the evil which may re- 
sult in consequence of neglect to do their duty. We are 
just as accountable for evils that we might have 
checked in others, by reproof, by warning, by exer- 
cise of parental or pastoral authority, as if we were 
guilty of the acts ourselves." Testimonies, vol. 4, 516. 

May God give us faith, courage, and power in 
these troubled times to know and do the will of the 
Lord. 

The following is a response to the tract insert re- 
garding the tithe that was published in the Review, 


September 7, 1991, after the appearance of the 
above article. 

The editors of the Adventist Review have. taken 
notice of the questions about tithe that are troubling 
an increasing number of our church members and 
have published in their edition of September 7, 1991, 
a supplement in the form of an inserted tract dealing 
with the subject. 

This development is most welcome. It is hoped 
that the Review editors will continue this enlightened 
policy, and that they will apply it to the other areas of 
concern that are as troubling to our members as the 
tithe question, if not more troubling. 

We suggest that every church member who has a 
sincere desire to know and to do God's will, will do 
well to save this special insert and compare it with 
the article on tithe in the September issue of Our 
Firm Foundation, as well as with this article. 

We are confident that only good can come from 
such a comparison. Let every church member exam- 
ine the evidence and draw his or her own conclu- 
sions. Here the matter must ultimately rest, as was 
recognized by Ellen White in a thought-provoking 
statement on page 616 of The Desire of Ages: 

“The Jewish rulers recognized the obligation of 
tithing, and this was right; but they did not leave the 
people to carry out their own convictions of duty.” 

It is to be hoped that all concerned parties will re- 
member that church members cannot be forced to 
pay tithe. They must act out their own convictions in 
the matter, and these convictions will grow out of 
their satisfaction with the scriptural and the Spirit of 
Prophecy evidences placed before them. Scoldings 
and threatenings will not suffice, and church disci- 
pline on this point is specifically forbidden in the 
Church Manual. See page 240 in the 1971 edition 
and page 165 in the 1986 edition 

We, therefore, welcome the decision of the Review 
editors to bring the subject out into the open, so that 
church members may be provided with the opportu- 
nity to weigh evidence, evaluate arguments, and de- 
velop their own convictions of duty. 


BASIC PRINCIPLES 


Before considering the specifics of the situation, 
let us identify some landmarks and fixed boundaries, 
basic principles that must apply to any and all of the 
details. The most important and relevant truth that 
must be kept in mind throughout all of our study is 
"It should be remembered that the promises and 
threatenings of God are alike conditional?’ Selected 
Messages, book 1, 67 

The experience of the Israelites, who were once 
the chosen people of God but were eventually re- 
jected as a people by God, testifies eloquently to the 
truth of this statement. The opinion that prevailed 
among the Jews of Christ's time was that regardless 
of how far they departed from the express will of 
God, they nevertheless retained their position as the 
chosen people of God, with all of the rights and privi- 
leges pertaining thereto. This conviction was in spite 
of such clear warnings as had been given in Leviticus 
26, Deuteronomy 28, Jeremiah 18, and elsewhere. 

Here is the crux of the matter. The questions that 
we must consider are these: 


Could it be possible that the error of the Jews 
might have, to some degree, crept into our thinking? 
Are we beginning to believe that we are uncondition- 
ally the true church of God? Are we presuming that 
the rights and privileges of a true and faithful church 
are ours unconditionally? That the promises of God 
are without condition? 

Are we supposing that the rights and privileges of 
a true and faithful ministry can be claimed by our 
ministry unconditionally? That they have a right to 
collect tithe regardless of what they teach and do? 

Doubtless we would find these questions easier to 
answer if they were expressed in terms of totality—to- 
tal rejection of all of the will of God by all of the min- 
isters of our church. We would quickly agree that 
such is not the case. But does that resolve our prob- 
lem? Was there not always a faithful remnant in Is- 
rael? And do we know of any church today that re- 
jects all of God's truth? Yet, God rejected Israel, and 
we know God is calling His people out of the popular 
churches of our time. 

Is it not apparent that there is a line beyond which 
infidelity may not pass with impunity? A line beyond 
which neither a church nor a ministry can claim for 
itself the rights and privileges that God has guaran- 
teed to a faithful church and to a faithful ministry? 
We must remember the promises and the threaten- 
ings of God are alike conditional. 

We come now to the question, How should we see 
our church and its ministry today? 

The Review tract writer suggests that there is a 
significant difference between saying there is apos- 
tasy in a church and saying a church, speaking of the 
entire body of believers, is in apostasy. This point is 
well taken. I know of only one independent ministry 
leader who has a conviction that the church is In 
apostasy. The rest would say, like the Review tract 
writer, that there is apostasy in the church, although 
they would not minimize it as he does. 

I have received a letter from a Union Conference 
president which opens with this sentence: 

“I despair with you over the fact that so many of 
our church members are finding it necessary to turn 
to independent ministries in order to hear basic Ad- 
ventist teaching.” 

And I would recommend for thoughtful study the 
Annual Council 1973/1974 Appeals for reform as 
published in Our Firm Foundation in December 
1991. 

The precise point in increasing apostasy at which 
it would be appropriate to stop saying there is apos- 
tasy in the church and start saying the church is in 
apostasy is a difficult problem. It is doubtful that hu- 
man wisdom is sufficient for the question. Probably it 
would be best to let that point be defined by the Di- 
vine Mind that never errs in judgment. 

But the questions that are coming to me from all 
across the country are from church members who 
are facing an immediate, practical problem. They are 
being forced to recognize that some of the doctrines 
being presented in their particular churches are very 
different from the doctrines they were taught when 
they joined the church or when they attended Adven- 
tist schools. Many recognize the strange doctrines as 
the very errors they left behind when they withdrew 


from other churches in order to become Seventh-day 
Adventists. 

These members do not wish to return to those er- 
rors, nor have them taught to their children. Many 
have made fruitless appeals to church pastors and 
administrators. These are the kind of people who are 
turning in despair to ministries which are teaching 
the unchanged Seventh-day Adventist faith. These are 
the kind of people who are asking the urgent ques- 
tion, "Does God require me to pay tithe to support 
the teaching of false doctrines? Would it be wrong to 
pay tithe to a ministry that teaches the faith that I be- 
lieve?" 

I sympathize with them, although I do not 
presently share their problem. The church where I 
hold membership is served by a pastor who preaches 
the historic Seventh-day Adventist message, and so I 
am comfortable paying tithe and offerings to this 
church. If this pastor were transferred and a Calvin- 
istic Adventist pastor put into his place, I do not 
know what I would do. I hope that I never have to 
face the problem. But others are facing the problem. 

These questions are what caused me to do the re- 
search that was reported in Our Firm Foundation, 
September 1991. I set forth my conclusion in this 
statement: 

“In neither Ellen White's writings nor her practice 
was there anything to support the view that all tithe, 
regardless of circumstances, must be paid through 
regular channels." 

The writer of the Review tract article challenges 
this conclusion and sets forth a series of arguments 
In support of the view that all tithe must be paid 
through the regular church channels, apparently re- 
gardless of circumstances. He sees it as the correct 
understanding of Ellen White's writings on the sub- 
ject. 

For purposes of analysis, we will group his argu- 
ments as follows: 


Argument from the Scriptures 

Arguments from the Spirit of Prophecy 
Arguments regarding Document File 213 
Arguments based on supernatural powers 
Arguments ad hominem, against the man 
Theological questions 


alt a oa ake 


ARGUMENT FROM THE SCRIPTURES 


We use "argument" in the singular form because 
there is only one scriptural argument presented: 

'The Old Testament gives clear instruction for the 
return and use of the tithe. The New Testament does 
not elaborate further, except to endorse the necessity 
of tithe paying." Page 2 

Let us compare this statement with 1 Corinthians 
9, in which the apostle Paul responds to questions 
about his credentials and his right to the financial 
support of the people. The general principles set 
forth in the first twelve verses are brought to a spe- 
cific conclusion in verses 13 and 14: 

"Do ye not know that they which minister about 
holy things live of the things of the temple? And they 
which wait at the altar are partakers with the altar? 


Even so hath the Lord ordained that they which 
preach the gospel should live of the gospel." 

Verse 13 is an obvious reference to the tithing sys- 
tem, by which the Levites were supported. Verse 14 
specifically applies the same principle to another 
group. And who are they? 'They which preach the 
gospel." 

Their credentials are the gospel which they 
preach. And was Paul a pluralist? Was he saying that 
preachers of any gospel and all gospels are to be sup- 
ported by the tithe? We will find the answer in Gala- 
tians 1:8-9: 

"But though we, or an angel from heaven, preach 
any other gospel unto you than that which we have 
preached unto you, let him be accursed. As we said 
before, so say I now again, If any man preach any 
other gospel unto you than that ye have received, let 
hun be accursed." 

Does "let him be accursed" equate with "Let him 
be supported by the tithe?" And notice that Paul in- 
cludes even himself In the warning, saying "Though 
we preach any other gospel unto you... ." Is he not 
putting the test of truth above all other tests? Is he 
not telling them that the true gospel is the highest of 
all credentials? So much so that they should refuse 
to listen to even Paul himself if he came back to them 
preaching a different gospel, a new theology? How, 
then, can it be argued that if a minister is a member 
of a certain church and carries credentials from that 
church, he is entitled to be supported by the tithes of 
God's people regardless of what gospel he preaches? 


ARGUMENTS FROM THE SPIRIT OF 
PROPHECY 


Unfortunately, much of the material in this area is 
wasted, because it does not deal with the question 
before us. The longest series of Spirit of Prophecy 
quotations presented are warnings against withhold- 
ing tithe, a practice which no one is defending. All of 
the parties involved in the present discussion believe 
that tithe paying is a sacred duty. None would ap- 
prove of withholding it. 

Similarly, much attention is given to the Spirit of 
Prophecy counsels regarding the proper use of the 
tithe to support the ministers of the gospel, a matter 
concerning which there is no significant disagree- 
ment. All of the parties Involved are committed to fol- 
lowing these inspired counsels, although In his list of 
the proper uses of the tithe, the writer might have in- 
cluded this instruction: 

“But while some go forth to preach, He calls upon 
others to answer to His claims upon them for tithes 
and offerings with which to support the ministry, and 
to spread the printed truth all over the land.” Testi- 
monies, vol. 4, 472; emphasis supplied in all quota- 
tions 

Emphasis In the Review tract is placed upon a 
caution against any person "gathering up tithes," 
which I would understand to mean solicitation. I do 
not know of any independent ministry that solicits 
tithe. Tithe comes to the independent ministries vol- 
untarily from church members who are weary of 
false teachings being presented in their particular 
churches. Most of these church members have been 
faithful tithepayers for many years. Their devotion 


and fidelity to this Bible truth is not different from 
their devotion and fidelity to the other truths of our 
faith which they cannot bear to see changed. Where 
truth is taught, tithe is paid. That is the bottom line. 

A strong attempt is made to apply Ellen White's 
warnings against withholding tithe to the payment of 
tithe through other than the regular church channels. 
Two lines of reasoning are set forth in support of this 
proposition. 

First, it is argued that for Ellen White the expres- 
sion "the Lord's treasury" meant only church and 
conference treasuries. This statement is in spite of 
the fact that when she herself sent tithe directly to 
needy ministers, and not through church or confer- 
ence treasuries, she wrote, 'The money is not with- 
held from the Lord's treasury." (The Watson letter, 
quoted in Review tract, page 13.) How, then, can it 
be maintained that for her "the Lord's treasury" 
meant only church and conference treasuries? 

The Review tract writer apparently anticipated 
this question and offered what is, to my mind, a very 
unsatisfactory explanation. After having admonished 
us that for Ellen White "the Lord's treasury" meant 
always and only the church and conference trea- 
suries, he then tells us that when Ellen White's tithe 
was sent directly to needy ministers, bypassing 
church and conference treasuries, it was not with- 
held from the Lord's treasury because they were Sev- 
enth-day Adventist ministers. 

Readers may decide for themselves whether 'this 
attempt to walk on both sides of the street at once is 
persuasive. Would not this interpretation open the 
door for all of us to bypass church and conference 
treasuries and send our tithe directly to needy minis- 
ters of our choice? 

The second line of reasoning advanced in support 
of the claim that for Ellen White "the Lord's treasury" 
meant only church and conference treasuries is that 
for Ellen White the word "means" does not generally 
include tithe but is applied only to offerings. Since 
only this argument was new to me, I checked it out 
carefully, and quickly discovered that the claim does 
not bear up well under investigation. 

I went to that marvelous invention, the "CD Rom," 
as produced by the White Estate, and asked it to re- 
port whether in Ellen White's writings the words 
tithe, tithes, tithing, and tenth, were ever used in 
connection with the word means. It promptly sup- 
plied 168 references in which these words were used 
in such a manner as to make it impossible to sepa- 
rate them from the word means, which obviously in- 
cluded them. In some passages tithes and offerings 
together are referred to as means, and in other pas- 
sages tithe alone is referred to as means. For the 
sake of brevity, we will provide here a sampling of 
those statements that do not include offerings: 

"Every soul who is honored in being a steward of 
God is to carefully guard the tithe money. This is sa- 
cred means," Manuscript Releases. Vol. 1, 185 

“There are a large number of names on our 
church books; and if all would be prompt in paying 
an honest tithe to the Lord, which is His portion, the 
treasury would not lack for means.” Counsels on 
Stewardship, 95 


"Of the means which is entrusted to man, God 
claims a certain portion—a tithe." Testimonies, vol. 
5, 149 

“God has given special direction as to the use of 
the tithe. He does not design that His work shall be 
crippled for want of means.” Gospel Workers, 224 

"Should means flow into the treasury exactly ac- 
cording to God's plan—a tenth of all the increase, 
there would be abundance to carry forward His 
work." Evangelism, 252 

"And in view of this the Lord commands us, 'Bring 
ye all the tithes into the storehouse, that there may 
be meat in mine house;' that is, a surplus of means in 
the treasury." Review and Herald, vol. 2, 18 

“If all of our people paid a faithful tithe, there 
would be more means in the treasury.” Ibid., vol. 4, 
507 

"With an increase of numbers would have come an 
increase of tithe, providing means to carry the mes- 
sage to other places." Pamphlet No. 67, 9 

"If all, both rich and poor, would bring their tithes 
into the storehouse, there would be a sufficient sup- 
ply of means." Testimonies, vol. 4, 475 

Since Ellen White went into print 168 times with 
statements clearly identifying tithes as means, 
(sometimes using duplicate words), it is difficult to 
understand how the Review tract writer could have 
reached an opposite conclusion. And since his repre- 
sentation that for Ellen White the expression "the 
Lord's treasury" means only church and conference 
treasuries is not supported by either of the two evi- 
dences he offers, it collapses of its own weight. It de- 
prives of all validity the attempt to apply Ellen 
White's warnings against "withholding tithe" to those 
who do not withhold tithe but, rather, send it to min- 
isters that they feel are faithful to our message. And it 
gives particular force to her statement: 

"All the means is not to be handled by one agency 
or organization." Spalding-Magan Collection, 421 


ARGUMENTS REGARDING 
DOCUMENT FILE 213 


As was stated in my article in Our Firm Founda- 
tion, September 1991, this file contains a record of 
the plans that were made by Willie White, Ellen 
White's son and secretary; General Conference Presi- 
dent A. G. Daniells; Elder W. W. Prescott; and others 
to deal with criticisms of Ellen White that had been 
published by a Dr. Stewart in the year 1907. Stewart 
had charged Ellen White with inconsistency in that 
she recommended paying tithe through organiza- 
tional channels, yet did not always follow her own 
counsel. Their proposal for dealing with the chal- 
lenge was set forth in these words: 

"As to the proper use of the tithe: the outline of a 
statement upon this subject which was agreed upon 
was briefly this: to give extracts from Sister White's 
writings as to the tithe and its use; to show that her 
testimony and her own usual practice was in favor of 
paying the tithe into the regularly designated trea- 
sury, to be used under the counsel of the committees 
appointed for such purposes; to show further from 
her writings that when those who have charge of the 
expenditure of the tithe so far fail in the discharge of 
their duty that the regularly organized channels for 


the distribution of the tithe become hindrances to its 
proper use, then in order to carry out the divine plan 
that the tithe should be expended in the wisest man- 
ner for the furtherance of the work, individuals have 
the right to pay their tithes direct to needy fields; but 
that this involves a considerable degree of personal 
responsibility, which must be assumed by those who 
decide to follow this plan. It was thought that this 
matter could be handled in a way to show that the 
departure from the regular plans was authorized only 
when the regular plans failed to be carried out by 
those in positions of responsibility." 

The Review tract writer tries to offset this evi- 
dence by the following methods: 

First, doubt is cast upon the authorship. and dat- 
ing of the document. I see no reason for such doubts. 
The file contains four letters from Dr. Stewart on the 
subject, all addressed to Willie White. There is also a 
letter of response from Willie White to Dr. Stewart. 
The notes, or "memoranda," contain ten references to 
Willie White as the one who should answer certain 
questions. The most significant of the ten for the pur- 
poses of our Inquiry is 

“Tithe—to whom it should be paid: 

“Refer this to W. C. White. Very important.” 

In the light of this evidence it appears that to 
question Willie White's involvement in the proceed- 
ings is hardly reasonable. And to question the date is 
not more reasonable. The four letters from Dr. Stew- 
art to Willie White are dated October 22, 1906; May 
8, 1907; June 10, 1907; and June 24, 1907, Willie 
White's letter to Dr. Stewart is dated June 9, 1907. 
The book by Dr. Stewart was published in mid-Octo- 
ber, 1907, and a copy was sent to Willie White on Oc- 
tober 27, 1907. The "memoranda" which includes the 
statement about tithe makes specific reference to this 
book. These facts seem to adequately establish the 
date for all practical purposes. 

Second, the Review tract writer proposes that 
these men did not properly understand Ellen White's 
thinking regarding the tithe, and supports this pro- 
posal with a most unhelpful comparison. He refers to 
a vision of heavenly planets given to Ellen White in 
1846 in the presence of James White and Joseph 
Bates, who assumed that she was seeing Jupiter, Sat- 
urn, and Uranus. Then, we are told: 

"Closeness to a prophet does not guarantee cor- 
rectness." 

We are asked to accept this as evidence that Ellen 
White's son Willie, who had been her personal secre- 
tary and companion for twenty-six years, did not un- 
derstand her thinking regarding the tithe, a matter 
concerning which she had gone into print well over a 
thousand times. The Review tract writer, viewing the 
situation from a distance of more than 80 years, 
seems to feel he has a better understanding of her 
thinking than Willie White did. 

This reasoning strains the credulity to the break- 
ing point. 

Another attempt to discredit Document File 213 
will be commented on in section 4. 

Before leaving this section we must mention a 
puzzling question and answer found on page 5 of the 
tract: 


Q. "I've heard it said that other women who joined 
Mrs. White in her ‘tithe project' for the Southern min- 
isters didn't send their tithe through Mrs. White but 
sent it directly to needy ministers, and that she must 
have approved of such actions. Is this so?" 

A. "No." (Followed by a lengthy explanation.) 

I do not understand how the writer proposes to 
harmonize this statement with the following lines in 
the Watson letter, which appears on page 13 of the 
Review tract: 

"If there have been cases where our sisters have 
appropriated their tithe to the support of the minis- 
ters working for the colored people in the South, let 
every man, if he is wise, hold his peace. ... 

"I commend those sisters who have placed their 
tithe where it is most needed to help do a work that 
is being left undone." 

Especially puzzling is the writer's recommenda- 
tion that "the only safe course to follow, as regards 
Mrs. White's position on the tithe question, is to let 
her speak for herself." Page 6 

Why, then, should the writer pose two questions 
about Ellen White's writings (on pages 5 and 6) and 
refer us to two interpreters of Ellen White's writings 
for the answers? We are reminded of her own words: 

“My Instructor said to me, Tell these men that 
God has not committed to them the work of measur- 
ing, classifying, and defining the character of the tes- 
timonies.” Selected Messages, book 1, 49 

I intend no disrespect to anyone, but I prefer to 
look at Ellen White's writings with my own eyes and 
not through the eyes of another. 


ARGUMENTS BASED ON 
SUPERNATURAL KNOWLEDGE 


On page six of the tract we find two statements 
that go far beyond human knowledge and could only 
be made by persons who are writing with supernatu- 
ral wisdom of some kind. 

In the first, a White Estate archivist makes refer- 
ence to the Document File 213 and writes: 

'The Watson Letter is the only Ellen White state- 
ment from which they formed their conclusions." 
Compare this with some lines from the statement it- 
self: 'To give extracts from Sister White's writings... . 
To show that her testimony and her own usual prac- 
tice. . .. To show further from her writings." 

We see here no indication that they considered 
nothing but the Watson letter. In the absence of such 
an indication, to state what they did or did not con- 
sider would require supernatural knowledge. 

On page 6 of the tract we find this bold statement: 

“And it is an undeniable fact that Mrs. White never 
counseled anyone to place his or her tithes anywhere 
except in the denominational ‘treasury.” 

This is breathtaking. How could any human being 
know with such certainty what Ellen White never 
did? Only by supernatural knowledge. A logician 
would point out that nothing can be proved by the 
absence of evidence. It would be more accurate and 
more modest for a writer to state that he had found 
no evidence of such counsel in the written records. 
But, to firmly state as an "undeniable fact" that she 
never gave any such counsel would surely require 
godlike powers. 


Similar in nature is the bold statement on page 9 
of the tract: 

“Ellen White never even considered such an op- 
tion.” 

How can any human being state with such assur- 
ance what another person has or has not consid- 
ered? Would not this require supernatural knowl- 
edge? 

On page 10 the Review tract writer does not hesi- 
tate to tell us what Ellen White intended, and on page 
15 he explains to us what Ellen White had in mind 
on a certain occasion. All of this requires powers that 
are not possessed by ordinary humans. Most of us 
would have to admit that we are not able to read the 
minds of our contemporaries, much less the minds 
of persons who died long before we were born. 
Surely such statements should be regarded with ex- 
treme caution. 


ARGUMENTS AD HOMINEM 


A long established principle of discussion is that 
those who have evidence will present their evidence, 
whereas those who do not have evidence will attack 
the man. This is called the argument ad hominem, 
against the man, also expressed In the statement: 

“As evidence decreases, vehemence increases.” 

It is to be regretted that the Review tract writer 
makes several references to those who "solicit or ac- 
cept" tithe. As stated earlier, I have never heard of any 
ministry that solicits tithe. Also as stated before, tithe 
comes to independent ministries unbidden from dis- 
tressed and disenchanted church members. Ellen 
White herself did not reject such tithe. (See the Wat- 
son letter.) 

Neither have I ever heard of anyone who accuses 
the church of being in apostasy simply because of a 
different view regarding the human nature of Christ. 
See 'Theological Questions" below. For the evidence 
which causes most historic Adventists to reject the 
author's reasoning about the human nature of Christ, 
we refer the reader to our 365-page research report, 
The Word Was Made Flesh, available from Hope In- 
ternational. 

When a writer proposes that he will present to us 
a "fair reading" of Ellen White's writings (page 11), he 
is alleging that only an unfair person could under- 
stand the matter differently than he does. 

And to suggest or imply that persons who quote a 
portion of a long statement have sinister purposes in 
mind is again to lay claim to supernatural abilities to 
read minds and to judge motives. 

Since Ellen White strongly indicated in the Watson 
letter that she preferred that her personal handling of 
tithe funds not be widely advertised, it is alleged that 
persons like myself who have made reference to the 
letter are at fault. This allegation overlooks the fact 
that the entire letter has been published twice by the 
White Estate itself, in 1987 in Manuscript Releases, 
Vol. II, pages 99-100, and in 1981 in Elder Arthur 
White's Ellen G. White: The Early Elmshaven Years, 
pages 395-396. To fault those who now make refer- 
ence to it is hardly candid. 

The tendency to use the argument against the man 
reaches its climax on page 7, where it is proposed 
that it may eventually be discovered that 


1. “Those who now take the position that the 
church has apostatized were themselves 
guilty of apostasy.” 

We respond again that the vast majority of the 
thousands of members who are calling for the church 
to return to its pure teachings are not saying that the 
church has apostatized. They are saying there is 
apostasy in the church, which the Review tract writer 
himself concedes (page 3). And we take exception to 
the writer's definition of these people's views about 
God's storehouse: 

2. ... "teaching others that God's 'storehouse' 
today is the treasury of any place where Sab- 
bath-keeping religious work for Christ is be- 
ing performed." 

I have never heard of any person who would so de- 
scribe the storehouse. To so characterize those who 
are pleading for the church to hold to all of the doc- 
trines of our historic faith, including the sanctuary, 
the three angel's messages, and so on, is not appro- 
priate. 

I must commend the Review tract writer, however, 
for not indulging in the type of argument "against the 
man" that some others are employing. The allegation 
is that those who are appealing for the church to 
heed and follow God's counsels are setting them- 
selves up as "more holy," "holy ones," "pious critics," 
"the only ones who are right." These allegations con- 
stitute the nadir, in my opinion, of the arguments 
against the man. 

It is left to the considered judgment of the reader 
how well the cause of truth is served by such allega- 
tions as these. As for the Review tract writer's at- 
tempt to apply the principle of Matthew 18:15 to the 
present problem in the church, I refer the reader to 
Testimonies, Volume 2, page 15, where it is empha- 
sized that Matthew 18:15 applies to personal injuries, 
not church problems. 

The Review tract writer does not seem to allow for 
an independent ministry to be legitimate and loyal 
unless it is to some degree under the supervision 
and/or control of the church organization. This is 
similar to the views expressed in the eleven demands 
that were made upon independent ministries some 
time ago. According to P T. Magan, who with E. A. 
Sutherland was a co-founder of Madison College, 
Ellen White's views were a bit different. From Magan's 
copious diaries we excerpt a few lines: 

August 8: 1904: "He [E. A. Sutherland?] says that 
he worked with W. C. White during the forenoon get- 
ting articles and plans ready regarding the incorpora- 
tion of the school at Nashville. In the afternoon he 
met with Daniells, the General Conference president, 
Prescott, field secretary of the General Conference, 
Griggs, Washburn, Byrd, and W. C. White to consider 
our plan of organization. Daniells did not like it." 

As later entries in the diary indicate, the Spirit of 
the Lord was giving Instructions through Ellen White 
to the founders of Madison College which the General 
Conference president did not like. 

August 9, 1904: 'Talk with Mrs. E. G. White and W. 
C. White regarding our plans for organization. She 
said we were not to go under the dominion of the 
Southern Union Conference." 


August 14, 1906: "Spent forenoon with Daniells. . . 
. Told him why our school was independent and 
would have to eat showbread." 

May 7, 1907: ‘Talked with Sister White regarding 
attitude of General Conference toward us. Mrs. Sara 
McEnterfer and Lillian present. Told Sister White 
about the administration view that we had no right to 
go and get money unless we were owned by the con- 
ference. She replied: "You are doing double what they 
are. Take all the donations you can get. The money 
belongs to the Lord and not to these men. The posi- 
tion they take is not of God. The Southern Union 
Conference is not to own or control you. You cannot 
turn things over to them." 

May 14, 1907: "1 talked to her [E. G. White] about 
the General Conference position that concerns non- 
conference owned should have no money. She an- 
swered: 'Daniells and those with him are taking a po- 
sition on this matter that is not of God.'" 

May 23, 1907: "Spent the forenoon with W. C. 
White. He gave me Sister White's letters to Daniells 
regarding us. He told me he did not agree with the 
administration at Washington in insisting that all 
monies pass through their hands. Said that he would 
not agree to our going under conference domination." 

As is noted by the Review tract writer, Ellen White 
served as a board member of Madison College. This 
would seem to indicate that in her view an Institution 
and/or a ministry could be totally independent from 
the church organization and still be approved by the 
Lord. But, as in Ellen White's time, this view is still 
not appreciated by some of our church administra- 
tors. 


THEOLOGICAL QUESTIONS 


Although we have already pointed out that the 
heart of the present tithe issue is a theological prob- 
lem, the theological points raised by the Review tract 
writer have been purposely deferred to this section 
for comment. 

After conceding that there is apostasy In the 
church, the Review tract writer strangely takes no no- 
tice at all of the fact that this apostasy is the immedi- 
ate and urgent concern of probably 95 percent of the 
people whom he is trying to correct. This apostasy is 
the specific reason for the redirection of thew tithe. 

Instead of dealing with this problem, the writer ad- 
dresses his remarks toward a miniscule group who 
may be guilty of various charges that he directs at 
them. This tactic is not helpful to the thousands of 
church members who are not doing the things that he 
deplores, but who are deeply concerned about the in- 
creasing apostasy in the church. Their question is, 
Why does he not address our problem? Why doesn't 
he talk to us? 

And I wish to address to the Review tract writer, 
as well as to all others who have expressed similar 
concerns, the same question: 

Why don't you talk to us? 

Why do you tilt at windmills? Why do you flog 
dead horses? Why do you focus on the symptoms and 
ignore the disease? Why do you set up straw men and 
then beat them to pieces while we can only look on in 
wonderment? 


The vast majority of church members who are var- 
iously known as "historic Adventists," "Independents," 
and so forth, do not recognize themselves at all in the 
pictures often painted. The Review tract writer sets. 
out to fault and hopefully correct certain persons 
whom he apparently suspects of evil purposes toward 
the church. He identifies these persons by three char- 
acteristics which he vigorously condemns: 


1. Solicitation of tithe, 

2. Saying that the church is in apostasy, and 

3. Basing the above accusation on a view of the 
nature of Christ. 


When the writer repeatedly describes the offend- 
ers as persons who solicit tithe, we can only respond 
that we do not know of whom he is speaking. I, per- 
sonally, have never heard of any person who solicits 
tithe. 

When the writer faults persons who say the 
church is in apostasy, we wonder, “To whom is he re- 
ferring?” 

And when the Review tract writer takes aim at 
persons who allegedly set forth a different view of the 
nature of Christ as the basis of their accusation that 
the church is in apostasy, we ask again, "Of whom is 
he speaking?" I have never heard of such persons. 

The people to whom I minister have enormously 
larger concerns. They are witnessing, for example, re- 
jection of our sanctuary doctrine, the introduction 
into our church of false Calvinistic doctrines of justi- 
fication and sanctification, rejection of the Spirit of 
Prophecy, and a general lowering of the church stan- 
dards. They are not helped by the singling out of the 
nature of Christ as if that were the only issue. 

We pause to point out that the true doctrine of the 
nature of Christ is set forth in the new Seventh-day 
Adventists Believe, pages 37-56. Check and see. 

The Review tract writer places before us an un- 
helpful comparison of the present apostasy with the 
pantheistic apostasy of Dr. J. H. Kellogg. We must re- 
member that Kellogg's apostasy was met head-on. It 
was not ignored until apostasy had spread through a 
large portion of the church, as is happening today. A. 
G. Daniells, General Conference president at the 
time, used the power and influence of his office to de- 
fend the truth and to oppose the error. We look in 
vain for such decisive action today, in spite of clear 
Sprit of Prophecy counsels that apply to both apos- 
tasies. 

There is a crying need for communication on the 
part Of our church leaders, a communication that in- 
cludes some attentive, open-minded listening. There 
are mountains of misunderstanding. 

I am finding it more and more difficult to per- 
suade the historic Adventists to whom I minister that 
the misinformation that is being constantly circulated 
about them is done in ignorance and not with malice. 
It is not easy to explain to those who want only to be- 
lieve and practice the faith that they accepted when 
they joined our church why they should now be 
called divisive, controversial, troublemakers, legal- 
ists, right-wingers, destructive critics, attackers of the 
church, and so forth. They see these epithets as 
grossly unfair, untrue allegations. I believe that any 
impartial court would agree with them. Surely any 


fair-minded person would agree that those who are 
promoting theological changes are the ones who pro- 
duce division, and those who resist theological 
changes should not be so accused. To represent 
those people as attacking the church is absurd. To 
call for a church to be true to the counsels of the 
Lord is surely not attacking the church. 

We now come to my strongest point of disagree- 
ment with the Review tract writer. He presents the 
following question and answer: 

Q. "I recently read that the SDA church leadership 
is out to resolve its 'tithe-problem' by 'crushing’ and 
‘destroying’ independent ministries that are doing a 
lot of good. Is this so?" 

A. 'The answer is No," (It is followed by a lengthy 
explanation. ) 

I do not question the sincerity of the writer, but I 
do not find it possible to accept this answer. At a 
camp meeting in the Northwest in 1991, a speaker 
who represents our church administration at its 
highest level unburdened himself of some opinions 
about Independent ministries. When audio tapes of 
his messages were sent to me, I listened in deep sad- 
ness to language that was inaccurate, Intemperate, 
and highly inflammatory. When copied to typewriter 
paper, the tirade filled two pages single-spaced, and 
ended with an appeal to his hearers to "deal with" the 
offenders in their local churches. 

The speaker apparently was not even aware of his 
inappropriate use of the word "new" to describe the 
views regarding the nature of Christ that are held by 
most of the historic Adventists. There are 1200 state- 
ments from pre-1950 Seventh-day Adventist writers, 
including 400 from Ellen White, to support the posi- 
tion that the historic Adventist view is the "old" and 
the Calvinistic view is the "new." Sadly, the speaker 
seems to regard these 1200 statements as "snake- 
oil." 

I know of no Independent ministry whose books 
are not audited. I know of no independent ministry 
that pays anyone a yearly salary of $100,000 or 
more. Far, far from it. All of the independent min- 
istries of my acquaintance are legally registered as 
nonprofit corporations and can provide donors with 
full accountability in the form of tax-deductible re- 
ceipts. I know of no independent ministry that is try- 
ing to divide or destroy the church. Many indepen- 
dent workers are former denominational workers, in- 
tensely loyal to the church, who feel called to the 
work they are doing, 

When a church administrator compares certain 
Seventhday Adventists to the butchers of Auschwitz 
and Dachau who exterminated millions of Jews, I feel 
that we are forced to recognize that it is an attempt to 
fan the flames of passion against those church mem- 
bers, preparatory to disfellowshiping them. Already it 
seems that some other church leaders are taking the 
cue and are adding fuel to the flames. 

But will this injustice crush and destroy the faith 
of those who do not wish to change their theology? I 
doubt it. It might even cause that faith to grow and to 
multiply. It has happened before in the history of reli- 
gion. 

A retired Union Conference president sad to me 
recently, "1 hope the brethren will not forget that our 


conservative members are the financial backbone of 
our church." This point is worthy of reflection. 

To summarize and to state the problem In Simple 
terms: The Seventh-day Adventist Church today con- 
tains three groups of church members. At one end of 
the spectrum is a group who know very well what 
they are doing. They are working vigorously to 
change the doctrines of our church and with the flexi- 
bility of method provided by their theological princi- 
ple that God does not expect anyone to stop sinning. 
Hence, the misrepresentations, false allegations, and 
so on. 

At the other end of the spectrum is another group 
who know very well what they are doing— trying to 
preserve in their purity the doctrines of our church 
and to prepare a people for the coming of the Lord. 
In spite of bitter opposition and misrepresentation, 
this group is growing very rapidly. 

In the center of the spectrum is a third and larger 
group who apparently have not yet comprehended 
what the tensions are about, or who lack the courage 
of their convictions. 

Over all preside our church administrators, most 
of whom seem to be looking on, either benignly or in- 
differently, while attempts are being made to change 
our theology, from time to time issuing piteous pleas 
for unity which can only remind us of the Ellen White 
warning: 

"We are to unify, but not upon a platform of error." 
Special Testimonies, Series B, No. 2, article "Free- 
dom in Christ," 47 

And we are presently witnessing what appears to 
be an orchestrated propaganda campaign, conducted 
for the purpose of fanning the flames of prejudice 
against historic/independent church members, 
preparatory to disfellowshiping them from _ the 
church. 

So—the historic Adventists continue to ask, "Why 
will nobody talk to us? Why can we not even be 
granted a fair hearing? Why are we being so continu- 
ously misrepresented and falsely accused? And why 
do those who thus deal with us yet think they have a 
right to demand our tithes and offerings?" 

I submit that these are valid questions. 

Since this article began with questions about tithe, 
let me conclude it with some final thoughts on that 
subject. Recently I sat In a meeting with a thousand 
other church members and listened to a General 
Conference representative repeatedly denounce "the 
independent ministries who are draining off the 
church's money." 

I listened In silence, but the language of my heart 
was, "Get real, Brother. Get real." 

I had heard In my own church a pastor say that 
televangelist Jerry Falwell counts Seventh-day Adven- 
tists as his second largest group of financial support- 
ers. It was stated that the source of this information 
was a Union Conference secretary. I telephoned the 
secretary, and he verified the report. He had heard it 
from Falwell's own lips. 

The Union secretary added that an Adventist 
Church member who had spent some time working 
with televangelist Pat Robertson's organization re- 
ported the same was true there. 


When we remember that these men count their re- 
ceipts in many millions of dollars per year, we have 
to recognize that the portion they receive from Sev- 
enth-day Adventists, their second highest donor 
group must also be measured in millions. It is doubt- 
ful that the combined budgets of all the Adventist in- 
dependent ministries would equal what even one of 
these televangelists is collecting from Seventh-day 
Advent1Sts each year. 

Why is nobody asking why? Why do so many of 
our leaders seem to be unaware of the malaise that is 
affecting so many of our churches, where so few mes- 
sages from the pulpit reflect any sense of the urgency 
of our task? Is it any wonder that church members, 
who have never doubted that our Creator is a loving, 
caring God, (a message they could hear in most non- 
Seventh-day Adventist Christian churches) grow 
weary of hearing this truth endlessly repeated, and 
turn to preaching that seems to have more immediate 
significance? 

Preaching the wonderful love of God we must do, 
but not leave the other undone. Let us remember that 
if Noah had done nothing but preach about a loving, 
caring God, there would have been no ark and his 
family would have perished in the Flood. If Moses 
had done nothing but preach about a loving, caring 
God there would have been no deliverance of God's 
people from the land of bondage. If we do no more 
than preach about a loving, caring God, it will be nec- 
essary for God to raise up another people to take the 
three angels' messages to the world. Our loving, car- 
ing God is a God of action, and His saving action for 
this world is in its final stages. The last warning mes- 
sage must go to the world. Will it be carried by a 
faithful Adventist ministry and people, or by those 
whom God calls to take their places? 

And now a thought question. There are two dis- 
tinct series of Ellen White predictions about the Ad- 
ventist ministry of the end-time. One series describes 
how unfaithful ministers will arise among us, and is 
expressed in such shockingly clear statements as 
these: 

“Many will stand in our pulpits with the torch of 
false prophecy in their hands, kindled from the 
hellish torch of Satan.” Testimonies to Ministers, 
409-410 

"In the very midst of us will arise false teachers, 
giving heed to seducing spirits whose doctrines are of 
satanic origin. These teachers will draw away disci- 
ples after themselves." Review and Herald, vol. 5, 9 

The other series of predictions emphasizes that in 
the closing work God will pass by many ministers 
who have been trained in "literary institutions," and 
will call men from their regular employment to finish 
the preaching of our message. See The Great Contro- 
versy, 608, and Testimonies, vol. 5, page 80 

Two classes of ministers are thus placed before 
us. One group are highly educated but self-confident, 
self-dependent, and in some cases unfaithful. The 
other group, though having less formal education, 
place their confidence in God, in His Word, and in 
the Spirit of Prophecy. 

Which of these two groups of ministers, according 
to your convictions, should be supported by our 
tithes? And are we safe in assuming that this descrip- 


tion is a faraway scenario that will probably not oc- 
cur in our time? 

Two very powerful forces within the Seventh-day 
Adventist Church are now on a collision course and 
seem to be moving inexorably toward what may well 
be a major confrontation. One force is represented by 
the rapidly increasing number of church members 
who are reacting against changes in our theology and 
are making firm decisions that, come what may, by 
God's grace, they will be true to the Scriptures and to 
the Spirit of Prophecy. 

The other force is represented in what appears to 
be a heedless, headstrong authoritarianism In which 
there is an equally firm determination that regardless 
of circumstances, all church members must be re- 
quired to submit to the authority of the church. The- 
ological questions, the heart of the problem, are be- 
ing brushed aside as irrelevant, or are themselves be- 
ing subordinated to church authority in an echo of 
the papal policy that the Scriptures mean whatever 
the church says they mean. 

We cannot but view the scene with apprehension 
as we reflect about similar confrontations in the past. 
It was headstrong authoritarianism that divided Is- 
rael from Judah in the days of Rehoboam. It was 
similar authoritarianism that divided the followers of 
Christ from Israel in New Testament times and that 
divided Protestants from Catholics in Reformation 
times. Will it be the same with us? Is the remnant 
church foredoomed to also founder in the shoals of 
authoritarianism? Or might we yet be able to turn the 
church back from disaster by joining the apostle Paul 
in placing the test of truth above all other tests? 

As we ponder such matters, we find ourselves 
struggling with two concepts. On the one hand we 
have a hope, to which we cling desperately, that the 
church we love so ardently will recover and complete 
our God-given task. 

On the other hand, we have before us the Spirit of 
Prophecy predictions that our church will experience 
an enormous convulsion as we near the end of time, 
a shaking and a purging that will take many of our 
leaders and more than half of our members out of 
the church. 

Which experience are we now entering? Will we be 
granted a respite? Or must we brace ourselves for the 
shaking time? 

In any case, let us remember that the greatest 
hours of our message, the loud cry and the latter 
rain, are after the shaking time. Let us take to our 
hearts the words of the Lord to Joshua: 

"Have not I commanded thee? Be strong." Joshua 
1:9 


THE SANCTUARY AND THE 
SABBATH 


According to God's inspired messenger, the sanc- 
tuary and the Sabbath will be special targets of Sa- 
tan's attack as we move Into the closing events of this 
world's history. 

Historically, theologically, and experientially, the 
sanctuary and the Sabbath are firmly bonded to- 
gether. They will stand together, or they will fall to- 


gether. He who rejects either of these two truths will 
soon reject the other. 

In support of this statement, note the following ev- 
idence: 1. In Exodus 31 we find verses 1—11 giving 
instruction for details of the building of the sanctu- 
ary, followed by verses 12—18 in which careful ob- 
servance of the Sabbath is firmly admonished. Ellen 
White writes that this instruction was given because 
some of the leaders of Israel had proposed hastening 
the building of the sanctuary by working on the Sab- 
bath, but that God had forbade such a self-contra- 
dictory action. See Patriarchs and Prophets, 313- 
314. 

On April 2, 1847, in Topsham, Maine, Ellen White 
was shown in vision that the law of God is in the sa- 
cred ark within the Most Holy Place of the heavenly 
temple. She saw a halo of glory surrounding the Sab- 
bath commandment. She wrote: 

"I saw that the holy Sabbath is, and will be, the 
separating wall between the true Israel of God and 
unbelievers; and that the Sabbath is the great ques- 
tion to unite the hearts of God's dear, waiting saints." 
Early Writings, 3.3 

On March 24, 1849, she was shown that the Sab- 
bath had not been a test before the sanctuary truth 
became known, but that it would be a test thereafter. 
See Ibid., 42-43. 

In the The Great Controversy, 435, she writes 
that: 

“None could fail to see that . . . an acceptance of 
the truth concerning the heavenly sanctuary involved 
an acknowledgment of the claims of God's law, and 
the obligation of the Sabbath of the fourth command- 
ment. Here was the secret of the bitter and deter- 
mined opposition to the harmonious exposition of 
the Scriptures that revealed the ministration of 
Christ in the heavenly sanctuary.” 

It was not that the opponents hated the sanctuary 
so much as that they hated the Sabbath, which could 
not be separated from the sanctuary. As a final bit of 
evidence, we may introduce the admission of Satan 
himself, who is quoted in Testimonies to Ministers, 
472, in an address to his angels: 

“The same light which reveals the true Sabbath re- 
veals also the ministration of Christ in the heavenly 
sanctuary.” 

We should not be surprised, therefore, when, re- 
membering that the Sabbath and the sanctuary are 
both listed as pillars of our faith (See Counsels to 
Writers and Editors, 30, 52-53), we read in The Sev- 
enth-day Adventist Bible Commentary, vol. 7, 985, 
the following awesome prediction: 

"After the truth has been proclaimed as a witness 
to all nations there will be a removing of the land- 
marks, and an attempt to tear down the pillars of our 
faith. A more decided effort will be made to exalt the 
false Sabbath." 


THE CITADEL OF OUR STRENGTH 


On August 5, 1875, Uriah Smith wrote in the Re- 
view and Herald: 

"As is perhaps natural, the enemy of truth seems 
most persistent in trying to trouble and unsettle 
minds in reference to the sanctuary; for that is the 
citadel of our strength." 


The word citadel combines the concepts of 
fortress and dwelling place, such as a castle or 
palace. It would naturally be formidable assaults. 
Smith suggests that for Seventh-day Adventists, the 
citadel of our theological strength is our doctrine of 
the sanctuary, and that we should not be surprised to 
find this doctrine heavily attacked by the enemy. 
Ellen White apparently agreed. She wrote in 1905: 

"Satan is striving continually to bring in fanciful 
suppositions in regard to the sanctuary, degrading 
the wonderful representations of God and the min- 
istry of Christ for our salvation into something that 
suits the carnal mind. He removes its presiding 
power from the hearts of believers, and supplies its 
place with fantastic theories Invented to make void 
the truths of the atonement, and destroy our confi- 
dence In the doctrines which we have held sacred 
since the third angel's message was first given. Thus 
he would rob us of our faith in the very message that 
has made us a separate people, and has given char- 
acter and power to our work." Counsels to Writers 
and Editors, 53-54. 

In the 1980s we saw just such an attack, formed 
around the challenging question, "Where did Christ 
go in A.D. 31?" 

It was alleged that since the Scriptures state He 
went to the right hand of God (Hebrews 1:3), this 
verse could only mean He went to the Most Holy 
Place in the heavenly sanctuary, and the pioneers of 
our church were such careless and naive Bible stu- 
dents that they overlooked this obvious fact. 

An astonishing number of Seventh-day Adventist 
ministers and church members were bewildered, 
confused, and discomfited by this challenge, so much 
so that some gave up their faith and separated them- 
selves from our church. They abandoned the citadel 
and were easily taken by the enemy. 

This defection occurred in the 1980s. In the 
1880s it could hardly have happened. Our pioneers, 
far from being ignorant of the scriptural statements 
about where Christ went in A.D. 31, made extensive 
use of those scriptures in defense of the citadel. They 
not only knew where Christ went in A.D. 31, they 
also knew full well what He was doing there. This 
knowledge was an essential and integral part of their 
doctrine of the sanctuary. If the attack of the 1980s 
had been launched in the 1880s, Seventh-day Adven- 
tist ministers and church members of that generation 
would doubtless have rejected it immediately. 

It is the purpose of this chapter to set forth a pio- 
neer Bible study, and to provide the reader with doc- 
umentation whereby the depth of the perception of 
our Seventh-day Adventist pioneers on this point 
may be easily ascertained. The material for this study 
has been taken from the following sources: (Please 
take notice of the dates.) 

Review and Herald, April 15, 1858, an article by F. 
M. Bragg, "Jesus Reigns Upon Two Thrones." 

Review and Herald, September 12, 1871, an arti- 
cle by J. N, Andrews, the brilliant scholar for whom 
Andrews University was named. 

Review and Herald, September 12, 1871, an arti- 
cle by J. H. Waggoner, the father of E. J. Waggoner of 
1888 fame. 


Review and Herald, July 29, 1875, an editorial 
by Uriah Smith, “Questions on the Sanctuary.” 

Review and Herald, August 5, 1875, an editorial 
by Uriah Smith, same title as above. 

Signs of the Times, September 18, 18983, an arti- 
cle by Mrs. M. E. Steward, "Our Priest King." 

Signs of the Times, December 10, 1894, an article 
by M. H. Brown, 'The True Tabernacle." 

Signs of the Times, April 18, 1895, an article by 
E. J. Waggoner. 

Review and Herald, June 1910, a series of four 
articles by J. N. Loughborough, all under the title, 
'The Two Thrones." 

Australian Signs of the Times, December 23, 
1929, an article by W. W. Prescott, 'The Priest Upon 
the Throne." 

And last but not least, comments on the subject 
by Ellen White in The Great Controversy, 415-417. 


THE TWO THRONES 


A pioneer Bible study: 

We will borrow the title of our Bible study from J. 
N. Loughborough, and we will begin the study with a 
typical use of the oft-quoted Revelation 3:21: 

“To him that overcometh will I grant to sit with me 
in my throne, even as I also overcame, and am set 
down with my Father in his throne.” 

As our pioneers did, we will note that there are 
clearly presented two thrones, the Father's and the 
Son's. There are also two enthronements at two dif- 
ferent times, one described as past and one de- 
scribed as future: 

Past: Iam set down with My Father on His throne. 

Future: You will sit down with Me on My throne. 

With these words of Jesus as an introduction, we 
will begin at the beginning by turning to Psalm 110:1, 
where we read an invitation from God the Father to 
God the Son: 

'The Lord said unto my Lord, Sit thou at my right 
hand." Hundreds of years later, on the great day of 
Pentecost, the apostle Peter applied these words to 
the risen Christ (Acts 2:34). He obviously understood 
"the Lord" to be God the Father and "my Lord" to be 
God the Son, Jesus Christ. But before leaving Psalm 
110 we will make two more observations: 


1. The Invitation from God the Father to God the 
Son has a time frame. 

"Sit thou at my right hand until I make thine ene- 
mies thy footstool." 

2. The invitation from God the Father to God the 
Son has a purpose. 


'Thou art a priest forever after the order of 
Melchisedec." Verse 4. 

Remembering that Melchisedec, unlike Aaron and 
his sons, was both a king and a priest, we now have a 
complete picture before us. God the Father is repre- 
sented in David's prophecy as inviting God the Son to 
sit down with Him on His (the Father's) throne as a 
king and a priest for a stated period of time, which 
will end when the Father finally and ultimately dis- 
poses of the enemies of His Son. 

A sang David, so sang Zechariah, in his beautiful 
prophecy the Messiah found in Zechariah 6: 12-13: 


"And speak unto him, saying, Thus speaketh the 
Lord of hosts, saying, Behold the man whose name is 
the BRANCH; and he shall grow up out of his place, 
and he shall build the temple of the Lord: even he 
shall build the temple of the Lord; and he shall bear 
the glory, and shall sit and rule upon his throne; and 
he shall be a priest upon his throne: and the counsel 
of peace shall be between them both." 

Here we see the priest on the throne, the King- 
Priest. As various of our pioneers pointed out, if this 
were not the Father's throne there could hardly be a 
"counsel of peace between them both." We cannot pic- 
ture the Son counseling with Himself, but rather with 
the Father. We turn now with our pioneers to the New 
Testament to hear the testimony of the various wit- 
nesses. 

“So then after the Lord had spoken unto them, he 
was received up into heaven, and sat on the right 
hand of God.” Mark 16:19. 

“Therefore being by the right hand of God exalted, 
and having received Of the Father the promise of the 
Holy Ghost, he hath shed forth this, which ye now 
see and hear. For David is not ascended into the 
heavens: but he saith himself, The Lord said unto my 
Lord, Sit thou on my right hand, until I make thy 
foes thy footstool.” Acts 2:33-35. 

Note that Peter is here quoting Psalm 110 and ap- 
plying it to Christ. Note also that the expression the 
right hand of God exalted" could with equal validity 
be translated "to the right hand of God exalted," since 
the Greek locative, instrumental, and dative cases are 
spelled alike. Peter testifies again in Acts 5:31: 

“Him hath God exalted with his right hand to be a 
Prince and a Saviour, for to give repentance to Israel, 
and forgiveness of sins.” 

Again, we observe that the words "with his right 
hand" could with equal validity be translated "to his 
right hand." We now hear the testimony of Stephen: 

"But he, being full of the Holy Ghost, looked up 
steadfastly into heaven, and saw the glory of God, 
and Jesus standing on the right hand of God, and 
said, Behold, I see the heavens opened, and the Son 
of man standing on the right hand of God." Acts 7:55- 
56. 

The testimony of the apostle Paul is equally clear: 

"Who is he that condemneth? It is Christ that died, 
yea rather, that is risen again, who is even at the right 
hand of God, who also maketh intercession for us." 
Romans 8:34. 

What kind of person makes Intercession for us? 
Obviously a priest. Paul's concept is clearly that of a 
priest who sits on God's throne as priest-king. He 
continues to testify: 

"Which he wrought in Christ, when he raised him 
from the dead, and set him at his own right hand in 
the heavenly places." Ephesians 1:20. 

"If ye then be risen with Christ, seek those things 
which are above, where Christ sitteth on the right 
hand of God." Colossians 3:1. 

"Who being the brightness of his glory, and the ex- 
press image of his person, and upholding all things 
by the word of his power, when he had by himself 
purged our sins, sat down on the right hand of the 
Majesty on high." Hebrews 1:3. 


We see that Paul, like Peter, quotes Psalm 110 and 
applies it to Christ. 

"But to which of the angels said he at any time, Sit 
on my right hand, until I make thine enemies thy 
footstool?" Hebrews 1:1, 3 

In Hebrews 7 Paul again invokes Psalm 110 and 
makes two uses of its reference to Melchisedec: 

"For he testifieth, Thou art a priest for ever after 
the order of Melchisedec." Hebrews 7:17. 

His summary statement in Hebrews 8 admits of 
no misunderstanding: 

"Now of the things which we have spoken this is 
the sum: "We have such an high priest, who is set on 
the right hand of the throne of the Majesty in the 
heavens; 

"A minister of the sanctuary, and of the true taber- 
nacle, which the Lord pitched, and not man." He- 
brews 8:1-2. 

Continuing his application of Psalm 110, in chap- 
ter 10 of Hebrews Paul makes reference to the time 
frame within which the priest-king ministers: 

"But this man, after he had offered one sacrifice 
for sins for ever, sat down on the right hand of God; 
from henceforth expecting till his enemies be made 
his footstool." Hebrews 10:12-13. 

Paul concludes his testimony with the beautiful ex- 
hortation of Hebrews 12:1-2: 

"Wherefore seeing we also are compassed about 
With so great a cloud of witnesses, let us lay aside ev- 
ery weight, and the sin which doth so easily beset us, 
and let us run with patience the race that is set be- 
fore us, looking unto Jesus the author and finisher of 
our faith; who for the joy that was set before him en- 
dured the cross, despising the shame, and is set 
down at the right hand of the throne of God." 

Returning to the testimony of the apostle Peter, we 
add his final statement in 1 Peter 3:22: 

“Who is gone into heaven, and is on the right hand 
of God; angels and authorities and powers being 
made subject unto him” 

To all this evidence may be added the testimony of 
John the Revelator: 

"And she brought forth a man child, who was to 
rule all nations with a rod of iron: and her child was 
caught up unto God, and to his throne." Revelation 
12:5. 

These scriptures were used by our pioneers as an 
essential part of their sanctuary doctrine and were by 
no means overlooked. Our pioneers had no doubts at 
all regarding where Jesus went after His resurrection 
in A.D. 31. They believed that He went directly to the 
throne of God where He sat at the Father's right hand 
in performance of the offices of both priest and king. 
And they did not make either of the two mistakes 
that some are now making. They did not erroneously 
conclude that the throne of God was in the Most Holy 
Place. They took careful note of the description in 
Revelation 4 in which the throne of God was seen in 
that apartment of the heavenly sanctuary where the 
seven lamps were burning, obviously the first apart- 
ment, or the “holy place.” 

"And out of the throne proceeded lightnings and 
thunderings and voices: and there were seven lamps 
of fire burning before the throne, which are the seven 
Spirits of God." Revelation 4:5. 


They did not lose sight of the time-frame within 
which our Saviour would minister as both priest and 
king, a time period bounded by the words "until I 
make thine enemies thy footstool," This timing har- 
monized with their understanding from other scrip- 
tures that the priestly ministry of our Lord would 
eventually end, and that He would henceforth func- 
tion only as a King, no longer as a Priest. Thus the 
words of Jesus in Revelation 3:21 would be perfectly 
fulfilled, when His overcoming followers would sit 
with Him in His own throne. That throne, our pio- 
neers taught, would be the throne of glory (Matthew 
25:31), whereas the throne of the Father on which 
Christ now sits as Priest-King is the throne of grace. 
See Hebrews 4:16. 

Some carefully worked their way through the 
rather challenging array of personal pronouns in 1 
Corinthians 15:24-28, and found that this scripture 
was in perfect harmony with the others used in their 
study. J. N. Loughborough, in the second of his four 
articles entitled 'The Two Thrones" offers this clarifi- 
cation: 

"Then [at the resurrection of the righteous, at 
Christ's coming] cometh the end, when he [Christ] 
shall have delivered up the kingdom [the kingdom of 
grace, his position on his Father's throne] to God, 
even the Father; when he [the Father] shall have put 
down all rule and all authority and power, for he 
[Christ] must reign [on his Father's throne] till he 
[God] hath put all enemies under his [Christ's] feet. 
But when he [God] saith all things are put under him 
[Christ], it is manifest that he [God] is excepted, 
which did put all things under him [Christ]. And 
when all things shall be subdued unto him [Christ], 
then shall the Son also himself be subject unto him 
[God] that put all things under him, that God may be 
all in all." 

We have seen that far from being unaware of these 
scriptures that tell where Christ went in A.D. 31, our 
pioneers made them part and parcel of their doctrine 
of the sanctuary. Further evidence in support of the 
position is found in The Great Controversy, 416- 
417, in a chapter entitled, "What Is the Sanctuary?" 
From these pages we quote the following lines: 

"He ‘shall sit and rule upon His throne; and He 
shall be a priest upon His throne.’ Not now 'upon the 
throne of His glory’; the kingdom of glory has not yet 
been ushered in. Not until His work as a mediator 
shall be ended will God ‘give unto Him the throne of 
His father David,' a kingdom of which 'there shall be 
no end.' Luke 1:32-33. 

"As a priest, Christ is now set down with the Fa- 
ther in His throne, Revelation 3:21. Upon the throne 
with the eternal, self-existent One, is He who ‘hath 
borne our griefs, and carried our sorrows,’ who ‘was 
in all points tempted like as we are, yet without sin,’ 
that He might be ‘able to succour them that are 
tempted.’ 'If any man sin, we have an advocate with 
the Father.' Isaiah 53:4; Hebrews 4:15; 2:18; 1 John 
2:1. His intercession is that of a pierced and broken 
body, of a spotless life. The wounded hands, the 
pierced side, the marred feet, plead for fallen man, 
whose redemption was purchased at such infinite 
cost. 


"And the counsel of peace shall be between them 
both.' The love of the Father, no less than of the Sons 
is the fountain of salvation for the lost race. Said Je- 
sus to His disciples, before He went away: 'I say not 
unto you, that I will pray the Father for you: for the 
Father himself loveth you.' John 16:26—27. God was 
‘in Christ, reconciling the world unto himself.’ 2 
Corinthians 5:19. And in the ministration in the 
sanctuary above, 'the counsel of peace shall be be- 
tween them both.' Zechariah 6:13. 'God so loved the 
world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that 
whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but 
have everlasting life.’ " John 3:16. 

Uriah Smith was right. The sanctuary is the 
citadel of our strength, and there is safety in the 
citadel. Now as in previous years, those who abandon 
the citadel are easily taken by the enemy. Those over- 
comers who will finally sit with Christ on His own 
throne, the throne of glory, will be those who could 
not be lured or tempted by any means whatever to 
abandon the sanctuary—the citadel of our strength. 

"I know that the sanctuary question stands in 
righteousness and truth, just as we have held it for 
so many years." Gospel Workers, 303. 


THE GREATEST OF ALL 
REVIVALS 


Revival—stirring, hope-filled word! What inspiring 
and encouraging pictures it brings to the mind! The 
memory of the Christian pilgrim lingers fondly over 
the momentous revival of New Testament times, the 
history changing revival of the Reformation, the Wes- 
leyan revival in England, and the worldwide great Ad- 
vent revival that gave birth to our own movement. 

There have, of course, been revivals of smaller di- 
mensions and of more local importance, but the 
great revivals in which the people of entire nations 
have been affected stand out as great and definitive 
landmarks on the horizon of religious history. They 
were occasions In which the truth of God was pro- 
claimed in the Spirit's power, and the hearts of the 
hearers instinctively yielded to the holy influence. 
The course of history in towns, cities, and even coun- 
tries was changed. There are some historians who 
credit the Wesleyan revival in England for saving that 
country from such a bloody revolution as occurred in 
France. 

Great, grand revivals, epochal demonstrations of 
God's saving power! Are they things of the past? Are 
there no more revivals In store for us? We hear many 
appeals for revival. Are these to be in vain? Certainly 
not! The greatest revival of all time is yet to come! 
The Lord Himself has promised it! 

It is to be a revival that will surpass all others in 
scope, in numbers affected, and in demonstrations of 
God's saving power that produces eternal results. It 
is the revival that will accompany the loud cry of the 
third angel's message of Revelation 14:9—12, com- 
bined with the mighty voice of the fourth angel of 
Revelation 18:1-3. Truly the earth will be "lightened 
with His glory." 

How will this revival compare With earlier re- 
vivals? 


"Before the final visitation of God's judgments 
upon the earth there will be among the people of the 
Lord such revival of primitive godliness as has not 
been witnessed since apostolic times." The Great 
Controversy, 464; (Emphasis supplied in all quota- 
tions.) 

"A work of worldwide extent and unwonted 
power is here foretold." Ibid., 611. 

“The great work of the gospel is not to close with 
less manifestation of the power of God than marked 
its opening.” Ibid. 

Not since apostolic times: This revival will sur- 
pass the greatest days of the Reformation, bring 
mightier results than the Wesleyan revival in Eng- 
land, and be more far-reaching than the revival of the 
great Advent movement. 

“The Advent movement of 1840—44 was a glori- 
ous manifestation of the power of God; the first an- 
gel's message was carried to every missionary station 
in the world, and in some countries there was the 
greatest religious interest which has been witnessed 
in any land since the Reformation of the sixteenth 
century; but these are to be exceeded by the mighty 
movement under the last warning of the third angel.” 
Ibid. 

What will be the characteristics of this greatest of 
all revivals? They will include but not be limited to 
the following: 


A HUMBLE, SPIRIT-ENDOWED 
MINISTRY 


"As the time comes for it [the third angel's mes- 
sage] to be given with greatest power, the Lord will 
work through humble instruments, leading the 
minds of those who consecrate themselves to His ser- 
vice. The laborers will be qualified rather by the unc- 
tion of His Spirit than by the training of literary insti- 
tutions." Ibid., 606. 


MASSIVE LAY-MOVEMENT 


"By thousands of voices, all over the earth, the 
warning will be given." Ibid., 612. 

‘Hundreds and thousands were seen [in vision] 
visiting families and opening before them the Word of 
God." Testimonies, vol. 9, 126. 


MANY “ELEVENTH-HOUR” WORKERS 


"At the eleventh hour the Lord will gather a large 
company out of the world to serve Him." Manuscript 
64, 1898. 

“At the eleventh hour the Lord will call into His 
service many faithful workers. Self-sacrificing men 
and women will step into the places made vacant by 
apostasy and death.” The Youth’s Instructor, 532. 

“When the crisis is upon us, when the season of 
calamity shall come, they [the eleventh-hour workers] 
will come to the front.” Selected Messages, book 3, 
387. 

“The one-hour laborers will be brought in at the 
eleventh hour, and will consecrate their ability and all 
their entrusted means to advance the work.” Review 
and Herald, vol. 3, 473. 


THE CORRUPTIONS OF BABYLON 
EXPOSED 


'This scripture [Revelation 18:14] points forward 
to a time when the announcement of the fall of Baby- 
lon, as made by the second angel of Revelation 14 
(verse 8), is to be repeated, with the additional men- 
tion of the corruptions which have been entering the 
various organizations that constitute Babylon, since 
that message was first given, in the summer of 
1844.... 

“These announcements, uniting with the third an- 
gel's message, constitute the final warning to be given 
to the inhabitants of the earth.” The Great Contro- 
versy, 603-604. 


NO CHURCH THE BIBLE'S 
INTERPRETER 


“Though the Reformation gave the Scriptures to 
all, yet the selfsame principle which was maintained 
by Rome prevents multitudes in Protestant churches 
from searching the Bible for themselves. They are 
taught to accept its teachings as interpreted by the 
church.” Ibid., 596. 

"But God will have a people upon the earth to 
maintain the Bible, and the Bible only, as the stan- 
dard of all doctrines and the basis of all reforms." 
Ibid., 595. 


EXALTATION OF GOD'S HOLY LAW 


"It is only as the law of God is restored to its right- 
ful position that there can be a revival of primitive 
faith and godliness among His professed people." 
Ibid., 478. 

The faithful preaching of God's Word in this great 
revival will bring deep conviction to minds and 
hearts and result in visible transformation of lives, 
forsaking of the world with its vain fashions, little ec- 
static emotionalism, but a deep and unutterable joy. 
This spiritual joy will be enhanced by the sight of 
huge numbers of accessions to the church. 

According to the inspired description, "thousands 
upon thousands will listen who have never heard 
words like these." Ibid., 606. The timid will become 
bold enough to sever all family connections or church 
relations which have restrained them, and "a large 
number [will] take their stand on the Lord's side." 
Ibid., 612. "Many, both of ministers and people, will 
gladly accept those great truths which God has 
caused to be proclaimed at this time, to prepare a 
people for the Lord's second coming." Ibid., 464. 
They will be accompanied by leading men of the 
world through whom the Lord is now working (Ibid., 
611), and "tribe after tribe from the ranks of the en- 
emy [will unite] with the commandment-keeping peo- 
ple of God." Testimonies, vol. 8, 41. 

Our hearts thrill and our spirits soar at the sight 
of these promises and predictions. The grand climax 
of God's work on earth, and indeed of earth's history, 
are before us, and world events are testifying to the 
accuracy of the Inspired prediction that "the final 
movements will be rapid ones." Ibid., vol. 9, 11. 
Surely the stage is now being set for the final acts in 
the drama. 

But the story has not all been told. There is one 
who has studied all of these predictions with care, 


and has cunningly laid out his counterstrategy. Satan 
knows that he cannot prevent these prophecies from 
being fulfilled. He has, therefore, chosen to try to de- 
feat their purpose by means of a device that he has 
used before—the introduction of a counterfeit before 
the genuine appears. Let us look again at The .Great 
Controversy, 464, "Before the final visitation of God's 
judgments upon the earth there will be among the 
people of the Lord such a revival of primitive godli- 
ness as has not been witnessed since apostolic 
times." 

But look carefully a few lines further: 

“The enemy of souls desires to hinder this work; 
and before the time for such a movement shall 
come, he will endeavor to prevent it, by introducing a 
counterfeit.” 

A counterfeit revival? Why not? Has not Satan set 
up a counterfeit church, a counterfeit priesthood, 
and even a counterfeit Sabbath? Working through 
minds that are under his influence and agencies un- 
der his control, he will arrange for a counterfeit re- 
vival to appear before the true revival, just as he 
caused counterfeit messiahs to appear before the ar- 
rival of the true Messiah. A counterfeit is, of course, 
more effective if it is the first on the scene, and by a 
careful study of the prophecies Satan is able to ac- 
complish this. He will apply to it his utmost efforts, 
for he knows it is the final struggle. 

"The last great delusion is soon to open before 
us. Antichrist is to perform his marvelous works in 
our sight. So closely will the counterfeit resemble the 
true, that it will be impossible to distinguish between 
them except by the Holy Scriptures. By their testi- 
mony every statement and every miracle must be 
tested." Ibid., 593. 

How, then, may we recognize the false revival and 
distinguish it from the true? As we have noted some 
of the characteristics of the true revival, let us give at- 
tention to some of the characteristics of the false: 


FEELING EMPHASIZED ABOVE 
TRUTH 


“There is an emotional excitement, a mingling of 
the true with the false, that is well adapted to mis- 
lead.” Ibid., 464. 


LOWERED STANDARDS OF PIETY 


"A wrong conception of the character, the perpetu- 
ity, and the obligation of the divine law has led to er- 
rors in relation to conversion and sanctification, and 
has resulted in lowering the standard of piety in the 
church. Here is to be found the secret of the lack of 
the Spirit and power of God in the revivals of our 
time." Ibid., 465. 


A TURNING AWAY FROM SELF- 
DENIAL 


"Wherever men neglect the testimony of the Bible, 
turning away from those plain, soul-testing truths 
which require self-denial and renunciation of the 
world, there we may be sure that God's blessing is 
not bestowed." Ibid., 464 


USE OF MUSIC TO EXCITE THE 
EMOTIONS 


“These things you have described . . . the Lord has 
shown me would take place just before the close of 
probation. .. . There will be shouting, with drums, 
music, and dancing. The senses of rational beings 
will become so confused that they cannot be trusted 
to make right decisions. And this is called the moving 
of the Holy Spirit." Selected Messages, book 2, 36. 


“The powers of satanic agencies blend with the din 
and noise, to have a carnival, and this is termed the 
Holy Spirit's working.” Ibid. 

"Satan works amid the din and confusion of such 
music, which, properly conducted, would be a praise 
and glory to God. He makes its effect like the poison 
sting of the serpent." Ibid., 37. 


A DOWNGRADING OF THE DIVINE 
LAW 


“Without the law, men have no just conception of 
the purity and holiness of God or of their own guilt 
and uncleanness. They have no true conviction of sin 
and feel no need of repentance. Not seeing their lost 
condition as violators of God's law, they do not real- 
ize their need of the atoning blood of Christ. The 
hope of salvation is accepted without a radical 
change of heart or reformation of life. Thus superfi- 
cial conversions abound, and multitudes are joined 
to the church who have never been united to Christ. 
The Great Controversy, 468. 


SHALLOW AND SUPERFICIAL 
CONVERSIONS 


"Converts thus gained [by exciting the emotions] 
have little desire to listen to Bible truth, little interest 
in the testimony of prophets and apostles. Unless a 
religious service has something of a sensational char- 
acter, it has no attractions for them. A message which 
appeals to unimpassioned reason awakens no re- 
sponse." Ibid., 463, 


AMASS EXODUS FROM THE TRUE 
CHURCH 


"As the storm approaches, a large class who have 
professed faith in the third angel's message, but have 
not been sanctified through obedience to the truth, 
abandon their position and join the ranks of the op- 
position. By uniting with the world and partaking of 
its spirit, they have come to view matters in nearly 
the same light; and when the test is brought, they are 
prepared to choose the easy, popular side." Ibid., 
608. 

"When the testing time shall come, those who have 
made God's Word their rule of life will be revealed. In 
summer there is no noticeable difference between ev- 
ergreens and other trees; but when the blasts of win- 
ter come, the evergreens remain unchanged, while 
other trees are stripped of their foliage. So the false- 
hearted professor may not now be distinguished 
from the real Christian, but the time is just upon us 
when the difference will be apparent. Let opposition 
arise, let bigotry and intolerance again bear sway, let 
persecution be kindled, and the halfhearted and hyp- 
ocritical will waver and yield the faith; but the true 


Christian will stand firm as a rock, his faith stronger, 
his hope brighter, than in days of prosperity." Ibid., 
602. 

In vision the Lord's messenger saw: "Standard af- 
ter standard was left to trail in the dust as company 
after company from the Lord's army joined the foe." 
Testimonies, vol. 8, 41. 

Elder H. M. S. Richards, Sr., founder of the Voice 
of Prophecy radio program, read the above statement 
to the delegates assembled at the General Conference 
session In Dallas, Texas. He asked the question, 
"What is a company? Is it a church, a local Confer- 
ence, a Union conference, or even a Division?" We 
had better recognize that it might be any or all of 
these, and determine to have our faith so firmly fixed 
that we will neither go out with the apostates, who 
might number in the millions, nor suffer discourage- 
ment from seeing them go. It will be a time to remem- 
ber the words of the apostle John: 

“They went out from us, but they were not of us; 
for if they had been of us, they would no doubt have 
continued with us: but they went out, that they might 
be made manifest that they were not all of us.” 1 
John 2:19. 

It is important to recognize that the difference be- 
tween the first false revival and the later true revival 
is not to be ascertained by counting the numbers of 
persons who are Involved. One of the major reasons 
for the rapid spread of the false revival will be its ap- 
peal to the unconsecrated and the large numbers of 
superficial conversions. 

Of this false revival we read: 

“There will be manifest what is thought to be a 
great religious Interest. Multitudes will exult that 
God is working marvelously for them, when the work 
is that of another spirit.” The Great Controversy, 
464. 

Well may we wonder when we observe programs 
that have some or all of the characteristics of the 
false revival shown above, accompanied by advertis- 
ing concerning methods of gaining the power of the 
Holy Spirit. 

“The Holy Spirit has nothing to do with such a 
confusion of noise and multitude of sounds.” Se- 
lected Messages, book 2, 


TWO REVIVALS. TWO RESULTS. 


One is a savor of life unto life; the other of death 
unto death. Those who are allured by anything that 
"makes them feel good about themselves," by the sec- 
ular spirit and worldly, emotional appeal of the false 
revival, are not likely to see anything desirable in the 
later, true revival. The uncompromising appeal for 
true repentance will leave them unmoved, as will the 
call for a higher and holier life. 

But "deep calleth unto deep." Psalm 42:7. There 
will be a people who will be undeceived, a people 
whose faith and practice will be based solidly upon 
the eternal Word of God, a people whose spiritual 
discernment will be so sharpened by study of the 
Scriptures that they will spurn the shallow and the 
superficial and accept only the pure gold of God's 
eternal plan of salvation. 


There will be a people who will go through the 
dangers of the false revival and who will share in the 
thrilling victories of the true. 

There will be a people who will stand on the sea 
of glass, singing the triumphant song of victory. 

Will we be among that people? The choice is ours. 
Ample provision has been made for us in light, in 
guidance and instruction, In cautions and forewarn- 
ings, and in the fully adequate, sustaining power of 
our Redeemer. None need be confused. None need be 
discouraged. None need be carried away in the de- 
ceptions of the false revival. We may share in the glo- 
rious experiences of the greatest of all revivals if we 
wish. 

Let us make that our firm purpose and our goal 
by the power of Christ. 


SUMMARY AND 
CONCLUSIONS 


God has warned us through His chosen messen- 
ger that an enormous convulsion will occur in the 
Seventh-day Adventist Church shortly before the end 
of our time. According to the inspired predictions, we 
must prepare our minds for the shock of seeing more 
than half of our members leave us (Testimonies, vol. 
5, 136), some of whom will become our most bitter 
enemies (The Great Controversy, 608). This will be 
the final result of what is called the shaking time. 
(Testimonies, vol. 4, 89.) 

This final result will not come like an unexpected 
lightning bolt, but will be preceded by a series of 
events and influences that will culminate in the shak- 
ing and the separation (ibid., vol. 5, 81, 136). If we 
are aware of the nature of these precursors of the fi- 
nal separation, we will recognize the events when 
they appear and will be able to avoid becoming in- 
volved in them and swept out of the church with 
them. (The Great Controversy, 594.) 

The major influences that will result in the great 
separation may be listed in three categories: 


1. changes in our theology, 
2. changes in our worship, and 
3. a great false revival, 


Regarding changes in our theology, we read that 
every wind of doctrine will be blowing (Testimonies, 
vol. 5, 80), heresies will come into the church (Jbid., 
707), "one truth after another will be corrupted" 
(Signs of the Times, vol. 3, 118), false teachers will 
arise in the midst of the church (Review and Herald, 
vol. 5, 9), and many ministers will stand in Seventh- 
day Adventist Church pulpits "with the torch of false 
prophecy in their hands, kindled from the hellish 
torch of Satan." (Testimonies to Ministers, 409-410.) 

Particular objects of Satan's attacks through these 
false teachers will be the basic truths that are called 
“landmarks”: the law and the Sabbath, the sanctuary, 
the three angels' messages, and the non-immortality 
of the soul (The Seventh-day Adventist Bible Com- 
mentary, vol. 7, 985; Counsels to Writers and Edi- 
tors, 53; Selected Messages, book 2, 388, et cetera). 
“Those who endeavor to obey all the commandments 


of God will be opposed and derided.” (The Great 
Controversy, 593.) 

Regarding changes in our worship, we first refer 
to a ten-page article in Testimonies, vol. 5, 491-500, 
entitled "Behaviour in the House of God." These 
pages contain ten strong warnings against losing 
sight of the distinction between the common and the 
sacred in our worship. In the first sixty pages of Se- 
lected Messages, book 2, we find the same admoni- 
tion repeated, followed by a prediction that "just be- 
fore the close of probation" some of the Adventist 
people will reject these counsels. They will Introduce 
Into our camp meetings music that will be a bedlam 
of noise, with shouting, drums, and dancing. The 
same influences will appear in some of our worship 
services. In these services it is stated that Satan him- 
self will be intensely active, and the people whose 
judgment has been impaired by the raucous music 
will mistake the influence of Satan for the Holy 
Spirit. (Ibid., 36-38.) 

Working through these aberrant worship services, 
Satan will extend his control over a large part of the 
Christian world. (The Great Controversy, 464.) 
Since he knows there will be a revival of primitive 
godliness just before the end of time, Satan will try to 
counteract that revival by bringing about a great false 
revival before the true revival appears. Ibid. Multi- 
tudes will exult that God is working for them in this 
false revival when the work is actually being done by 
Satan. Ibid. 

The combination of false theology and false wor- 
ship will cause two companies to develop within the 
Adventist Church and to draw apart from each other. 
(Selected Messages, book 2, 114; Testimonies, vol. 
6, 400.) These two companies are represented in the 
parable of the wheat being prepared for the garner 
while the tares are being prepared for burning. (Let- 
ter 12, 1892.) 

Increasing opposition from the ungodly will cause 
world-loving church members to abandon their faith 
and move to the easier, popular side. (The Great 
Controversy, 608.) In this abandonment "the major- 
ity," which means more than half of our members, 
will forsake us. (Testimonies, vol. 5, 136.) They will 
be accompanied by many of our prominent church 
leaders. (The Great Controversy, 608; Testimonies, 
vol. 5, 8.1) 

"But God will have a people" who will cling to the 
truths of the Bible regardless of the opposition. (The 
Great Controversy, 595.) They will stand through the 
last great conflict because they have fortified their 
minds with the truths of the Bible. (Ibid., 593.) God 
will protect them from deception because they are 
purifying their souls through a belief in the truth. 
(Manuscript 122, 1905,) 

These people will be ministered to by a converted 
ministry (Manuscript 64, 1898) who will be qualified 
more by the unction Of the Holy Spirit than by liter- 
ary institutions. (The Great Controversy, 606; Testi- 
monies, vol. 5, 80-82.) It will be a "pure, sanctified 
ministry prepared for the latter rain." (Letter 55, 
1886.) 

These members and ministers will be among 
those who sigh and cry for all the abominations that 
are being done in the church. (Testimonies, vol. 3, 


267.) They will not displease God by being neutral in 
a time of crisis. 

“If God abhors one sin above another, of which 
His people are guilty, it is doing nothing in case of an 
emergency. Indifference and neutrality in a religious 
crisis is regarded of God as a grievous crime and 
equal to the very worst type of hostility against God.” 
(Ibid., 281.) 

Therefore, when a crisis is created in the church 
by the appearance of false teachers, God's true peo- 
ple will not remain silent and "do nothing." 

"False teachers may appear to be very zealous for 
the work of God, and may expend their means to 
bring their theories before the world and the church; 
but as they mingle error with truth, their message is 
one of deception, and will lead souls into false paths. 
They are to be met and opposed, not because they 
are bad men, but because they are teachers of false- 
hood and are endeavoring to put upon falsehood the 
stamp of truth." (Testimonies to Ministers, 55; em- 
phasis supplied.) 

As the sifting and purifying of the church is ac- 
complished, separating the wheat from the chaff 
(Testimonies, vol. 5, 707) and the gold from the 
dross (Ibid., 81), there will be a great influx Into our 
church by ministers and members of other churches. 
The Great Controversy, 464. A large group of 
"eleventh-hour workers" will come from Protestant 
churches, from the Catholic Church, and from all na- 
tions, tribes and peoples to unite with the command- 
ment-keeping remnant. 

'These will come from the grossest error, and will 
take the place of those who have had opportunities 
and privileges and have not prized them. . . . When 
those who have had abundance of light throw off the 
restraint which the Word of God imposes, and make 
void His law, others will come In to fill their places 
and take their crown." (Review and Herald, vol. 3, 
473.) 

Thousands will step out into the light and help to 
spread the last warning message. Many backsliders 
will return, the message will swell to a loud cry, and 
the whole earth will be lightened with the glory of the 
Lord. (Evangelism, 693.) 

Then it will be over. 'The end will come more 
quickly than men expect." (The Great Controversy, 
631.) “The Holy One who divided the Red Sea before 
Israel" will manifest His power and turn the captivity 
of His people.” (Ibid., 634.) "Glorious will be the de- 
liverance of those who have patiently waited for His 
coming and whose names are written in the book of 
life." (Ibid. ) 

Road maps are intended to be used for compari- 
son with the passing scene. It is by this continuing 
comparison that we are able to tell where we are and 
how near to the end of our journey. It is likely that 
the careful student of the above prophetic scenario 
will notice a strong similarity to existing conditions in 
the church in certain places. It may be that we have 
already entered upon the closing scenes in the 
church's experience. 

We must watch the unfolding drama alertly and 
intelligently, yet refrain from jumping to conclusions. 
It is evident that those who live through the shaking 
time will find it necessary to study carefully how to 


relate to false teachings and to false teachers, to the 
false theology that will be proclaimed from Seventh- 
day Adventist Church pulpits, to the perversions of 
worship that will appear among us, and to the great 
false revival in which demonstrations of Satan's 
power will be thought by many to be the working of 
the Holy Spirit. 

Independent study and thinking will be an abso- 
lute necessity. Blind loyalty will be fatal. Every mes- 
sage and every program must be judged on its own 
merits, not by the credentials of its promoters. That 
which is harmony with the Scriptures and the Spirit 
of Prophecy is acceptable. Absolutely nothing else is. 
It will be imperative that we think for ourselves, 
study for ourselves, and decide for ourselves, with 
the inspired writings in our hands. 

As all human support is removed from us, we 
may find it necessary to say as did Joseph and 
Daniel: 


God is up there, 

Iam down here, 

that is all there is— 
And that is enough! 
May God be with you. 


